































THE FIDELITY AND DEPOSIT CO 
OF MARYLAND GUARANTEES ALL 
COLLECTIONS MADE BY THIS 
AGENCY, TO THE EXTENT of $25,000 


Notary and Commissioner in Office. 


hy ONDED COLLECTION AGENCY, 


Rooms 12, 13 and 14, Daily Record Bidg, St. Paul and Fayette Sts., BALTIMORE. 
No Subscription. Commercial and Corporation Law. Collections made in al! parts of the World. 
We guarantee all Moneys Collected by our Attorneys. 
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_COMMISSIONERS. 


A reliable list of Commissioners of the various States 
aad Territories and of the United States, authorized to 
take depositions, administer oaths receive acknowledg- 
‘nents and perform the usual services of resident minis- 
terial officers. When communicating with them always 
mention THE AMERICAN LAWYER. 
Representation in this list will be given 


accredited Commissioners on favorable terms. 


BALTIMORE, MD. 

J. Kemp Bart ett, Jr., St. Paul and Baltimore sts. 
Commissioner of Deeds for Alabama, Arkansas, Cali- 
fo! Colorado, Connecticut, Delaware, Florida, 
Geo: Idaho, is, Indiana, Iowa, Kansas, Ken- 
cucky, Louisiana, Maine, Maryland, Massacl.usetts, 
Michigan, Minnesota, pee Missouri, Montana, 
Nebraska, Nevada, New Hampshire, New Jersey, New 
York, North Carolina, North Dakota, Ohio, gon, 
Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, South Carolina, South 
Dakota, Tennessee, Texas, Vermont, Virginia, Wash- 
lagton, West Virginia, Wisconsin, Wyoming. 


D. B. MARSHALL, BONDED COLLECTION AGENCY, 
Rooms 12, 13 and 14 Daily Record Building, St. Paul 
and Fayette Sts. Commissioner of Deeds for all the 
States and Territories. Commissions for depositions 
promptly attended to. 


BOSTON, MASS. 

AUGUSTINE H. READ, 20 Devonshire st. Commissioner 
of Deeds tor Arizona Arkansas. Connecticut, Idaho, 
{llineis, Indiana, Iowa, Maine, Michigan, Minnesota, 
Missouri. Mississippi, Montana, Nebraska, New Hamp- 
shire, New Jersey, New York, Ohio, Pennsylvania, 
Rhode Island, ‘tennessee, Vermont, Washington, Wis- 
vonsin, Wyoming. Special attention given to the taking 
ef depositions. Also Notary Public, justice of the 
peace, and president and general manager Read's Col- 
tection and Mercantile Agency (corporation). 


KANSAS CITY, MO. 

EpwakRD G. REYNOLDS, American Bank Building. 
Commissioner of Deeds for all the States and Territor- 
ies; also Notary Public. Depvsitions taken with t 
care. Deeds of trust in Western Missouri, and Mort- 
gages in the State of Kansas foreclosed for Eastern in- 
vestors. Reports on property in Jackson and Clay 
Counties, Mo., and yandotte County, Kan., made, 
and taxas paid for non-resident owners and holders ot 
loans. 


LOUISVILLE, KY. 

NEWTON G. ROGERS, 322 Fifth ave. Notary Public. 
Commissioner of Deeds for all the States and ‘Territor- 
ies. Commissions for depositions promptly attended to. 


NEW HAVEN, CONN. 

LivINGsTON W. CLEAVELAND, 69 Church st. Com- 
missioner of Deeds for all the States and Territories in 
the United States; also Commissioner for New Bruns- 
wick, Nova Scotia, Ontario and Quebec. Notary Public 
(with seal) and Justice of the Peace. Depositions care- 
fully taken. (See List of Attorneys.) 


“EW YORK CITY. 

Geo. P. H. McVay, 258 West 125th st. Commis- 
sioner for all States and Territories. Notary public 
with certificate on file in all the (statutory) counties in 
New York State. Particular attention paid to the 
taking of depositions. 


PITTSBURGH, PA. 

Wu.1aM F. Ross, 143 Fourth ave. Notary Public 
and Commissioner of Deeds for all the States. Com- 
missions for taking testimony promptly attended to. 


PLAINFIELD, N. J. 

JOSEPH E. MOSHER, 137 North ave. Justice of the 
aot, Notary Public and Commissioner of Veeds for 
New Jersey 





ROCHESTER, N Y. 
EpwWAkp F. WELLINGTON, 20 Exchange st. Commis- 
— for all the States; Notary with Seal; Attorney at 
We. 


WHITE PLAINS, N.Y. 

J. H. Romer, Railroad avenue, near Court House 
Notary Public, Real Estate, Fire and Life Insurance; 
money loaned on bond and mortgage; titles examined. 


TORONTO, ONT., CAN. 

Younes & AGNEw, Official Stenographers, 46 King 
st. W. (L. B. Young, Examiner in Cha:cery; John 
Agnew, Barrister, Notary Public.) Prompt attention 
to commissions for taking testimony. 








Vy Sites REFERENCE BOOK 
OF 
RAILROAD SECURITIES, 


Gives an analysis of Railroad Reports, with uniform 
method for a)], each road with the system to which it 
belongs. A thorough summary of capitalization, also 
statistical informatien and tables of priccs. Certainly 
the most useful and reliable book published for bank- 
ers and investors. 

PRICE, - - - $%3.'0 Per Vol. 


THE AMERICAN LAWYER, 
48 Counen Street, (P.O. Box4lil.) NEW YORK. 





WANTED AND FOR SALE. 


Notices of Partner Wanted,Clerkships, For Sale, Etc., 
will be inserted under this head, sight lines or under, 
- — for —* month, $3.00 for = —— or “= 

‘or t months; larger space Pi on. 
notices guaranteed genuine. Unless otherwise stated 
answers to be care AMERICAN LAWYER'S 
AGENCY, Box 4ii, New York City. 

(CLERKSHIP —The advertiser offers a managing 

clerks\ip to a young lawyer of ability, capable of 
conducting the routine work of an office engaged in a 
large comwercial and corporation practice. Applicants 
must give a brief history of their qualitications, stating 
age, ‘years in practice, etc., and furnish unquestionable 
reference as to character and ability. Address CHICAGO, 
care American Lawyer's Agency. 








OR SALE.—At a bargain, an established law busi 
ness in Florida, growing in volume daily, or a co- 
partnership in same. ‘Terms, either cash or on time 
with approved security. Will cheerfully answer all 
letters of inquiry where parties mean business. Ad- 
dress OPPORTUNITY, care American Lawyer's Agency. 
FOR SALE.—For cash, an established law business, 
six years, in a growing Southern city; population 
12,000. Business pays between $5,000 and $6,000 per 
apnum. Library and furniture not included in sale. 
Reasons for selling: Firm intends moving to a larger 
city. Address Business, care American Lawyer's 
Agency. 


FOr SALE.—A leading firm in one of the most pro- 
gressive western States, is dissolved by the death 
of one of its members, and the other desires to retire 
from active practice. For this reason the business and 
office ettects of the firm are offered for sale by the sur- 
vivor, » ho will so associate himself with the purchaser 
as to facilitate and iusure the latter in securing control 
of the practice. ‘Terms of sale will be made easy as on 
account of age the advertiser wishes to secure early re- 
lease from the cares of the profession. Library of 2,500 
books can remain in the office for a while if purchaser 
of the business does not wish to buy same. Address 
RETIRED, care American Lawyer's Agency. 
PARTNERSHIP WANTED.—A lawyer of ten years’ 
experience, a good speaker and hard worker, would 
like to form a partnership with an attorney in some city 
of not less than 20,000 inhabitants. Satisfactory rea- 
sons for leaving present location. Can give ‘gilt edge” 
references all over the country; has some capital. Ad- 
dress ATTORNEY, care American Lawyer's Ageacy. 


T? PURCHASE.—My health necessitates my leav- 

ing New England, and I wish to correspond with 
practitioners in Colorado, New Mexico, or on the Pa- 
citic Coast, who will negotiate a sale of their practice. 
Partnership not desired. Address ‘“N. E ,” care Am- 
erican Lawyer's Agency. 











WE DESIRE a representative in every city and 

town in the United States and Canada, to solicit 
subscriptions and lawyers’ cards to this journal, and 
will give special terms to law students who will active- 
ly prosecute this work Address THE AMERICAN Law- 
YER, P. O. Box 411, New York City. 








ACCOUNTANTS. 


ON en eee eT PTA SAAS 


GZ£0. SMALLWOOD 


Expert Accountant, 

187 Timer Building, New Vork City. 
Refers to William H. Appleton, Counselor at Law, Times 
——s, ky lor & Parker, Counselors at Law, 

1 a 


1 Street; Redding & Kiddle, 
Counselors at Law, 38 Park Row. 


Archibald J. C. Anderson, 


Public Accountant, 
127 Water Street, NEW YORK. 








To write well and 
rapidly use 


EOTERBROOK 


Stub Pens. 
ee RCS 


LEADING STYLES: 
Fine Stub, No. 312, Jndge’s Quill 
Medinm Stub, No. 313, Probate, 
“939, Chancellor 
Broad Stub, No. 284, Blackstone. 


They are made especially to suit 
the needs of Lawyers, Corre- 
spondents, etc. 


TRY THEM 
they will be sure to please. 


A Great variety of other styles in- 
cluding the Celebrated 


ESTERBROOK’S FALCON, No. 048, 


We respectfully refer writers to the station- 
ers for supplies, from whom they can be ob- 
tained at favorable rates. In case of ite 
being impracticable to procure them in this 
way, orders addressed to us, enclosing the 
price, $1.00 per gross, will meet with prompt 
attention. 


THE ESTERBROOK STEEL PEN CO., 


26 John Street, New York. 














The Low Rate, Absolute Security Plan 


OF THE ASSOCIATION IS THE PERFECTED 
DESIGN OF THE MUTUAL SYSTEM. 


THE IMPROVED POLICY 


IS CLEAR, CONCISE, EQUITABLE—A COMPLETE 
CONTRACT DEVOID OF EQUIVOCAL TERMS. 


'THE COMBINATION 


IS SATISFACTORY LIFE INSURANCE. 
FOR'PARTICULARS WRITE TO 


J. A. STODDARD, Vice-President andManager 
CHICAGO, ILLINOIS. 
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THE ASSOCIATED LAW [couttetion OFFICES, 








f) The attorneys mentioned below, in their practice, make a specialty of commercial litigation. There is established 

in connection with each office a well equipped collection department, under efficient management, prepared to undertake 
| mercantile collections of whatever nature or degree. Legal business and collections for the territory tributary to these 
offices, as well as local matters, will be received by any of them and attended to, personally if desired, or supervised 
and placed in the hands of correspondents efficient and reliable. 


NEW YORK—Freeman & Green. 

NEW YORK—Frank & Einstein. 

NEW YORK-—The Columbia Commercial! Association. 
BOSTON—The Mercantile Law Co. 
PHILADELPHIA—John & Chas. W. Sparhawk. 
BALTIMORE—Shriver Bartlett & Co. 
PITTSBURGH—Brown & Lambie. 
CHICAGO—Smith, Hel & Moulton. 

ST. LOUIS—Gerrit H. Ten Broek. 
DETROIT—Bowen, Douglas & Whiting. 
MILWAUKEE—Barke, Robinson & Geiger. 
KANSAS CIT Y—Garner & Walsh. 

ST. JOSEPH, MO.—Dewe, Johnson & Rusk. 
OMAHA—McCabe, Weod & Fimer. 

NEW OR LEANS—Wilcox & Picton. 


LINCOLN, NEB.—Meckett, Rainbolt & Polk. 
LOUISVILLE-W. W. Watts. 
LOS ANGELES—W. H. Holmes & Co. 
PORTLAND, OREGON-E a&E 
SEATTLE, WASH.—E &E 
ST. PAUL—Morphy, Ewing, Gilbert & Ewing. 
CLEVELAND. OHIO-A. A. Stearns. 
CINCINNATI—Cobb & Howard. 
BUFFALO-—Albert C. Spann. 
ROCHESTER, N.Y.—Edwin A. Medcalf. 
WASHINGTON, D. C.—Clarence A. Brandenburg. 
CHARLESTON, S. C.—Mordecai & Gadsden. 
CANADA. 
MONTREAL—Hall, Cross, Brown & Sharp. 
TORONTO-Clute, McDonald & Co. 











Quill 
bale, 


ellor 
tone, 


DENVER—Rogers, Cuthbert & Ellis. 
SALT LAKE CIT Y—Jones & Schroeder. 
MINNEAPOL.1S—Fletcher. Rockwood & 
SAN FRANCISCO—Jos. E. Shain. 


Dawson. 





| 


FOREIGN. 


LON DON—Morpby, Ewing, Gilbert & Ewing. 
| PARIS—Napoleon Argles & Co. 

















THE LIST OF LEGAL CORRESPONDENTS EMPLOYED BY THIS ORGANIZATION IS 
) suit PUBLISHED COMPLETE MONTHLY IN “ THE MERCANTILE ADJUSTER” OF 
= NEW YORK, (P. 0. Box 609). Subscription Price, $5.00 per annum. 
Attorneys desiring to represe't the above offices should forward their applications to “Secretary Associated Law 
e. — — , 
S in- BUSINESS ESTABLISHED 1836. 
The oldest ‘Somamat. Bank A " PRP. = 
148 THE ' , 
: Standard Typewriter Ribbous and 
By How. Geo. H. Hararis, American = Pa 219 
ation- Author “Contracts of Married Women,” “Certiorari,” etc. 1 le 
wee ; Bank Reporter} | D 
of ite This is a work you will need very much 7 
n this : : AND ATTORNEY LIST. Lawyers should send out neat work from their 
ig the some time. It will parallel some important Por the Use of Banks, Bankers, Attorucve. cfiein tg wing the teh tens ead nial 
rompt case and tell you just what you want to know. sremepneade~\-~ ~~~ 





It treats generally upon the liability of cor- 
porations for injuries to persons or prop- 
erty, including in its scope cases Damnum 
abaque Injuria. Specifically, it discusses in- 
juries by Railroads, street and steam, by 
Connecting Lines, by Express, Telegraph, 
Mining, Banking, and Municipal Corpora- 
tions; injuries to Children, Fellow-servants, 
Baggage, Live Animals, etc.; the right of 
Eminent Domain, law of Nuisance, High- 
ways, etc., etc. Over 7000 cases are here 
cited, compared and quoted, and an appen- 


The Increased circulation of Tae AM*RIOAN BaNnK Re- 
PORTER warrants us in saying, that it is the most desirable 
medium by whicn attorneys can have their names present- 

‘avorable consideration of the banking and com- 
mercial world, as only such names wil! be inserted as are 
fully endorsed as reliable by banks and other 
responsible parties, making such inser! ion a guarantee of 
professional worth and integrity. Aside from its useful- 
ness as a book of reference it will be found valuable to the 
names that ap asa means of obtaining business 
from its patrons, who Include not only bankers and leading 
attorneys, but merchants, manufacturers and corporations. 


We will insert the names of Reliable At- 
torneys or firms in display type, both editions, 
one in February and one in August, with line 
ter any specialty desired, including the two 





tainable. Use Little’s and it can always be 
done. Send for Ribbon and Carbon Catalogue, 
or inclose One Dollar for a trial ribbon, and if 
it don’t suit you, the dollar will be returned. 


A. P LITTES 


MANUFACTURER, 





TED oa statctes relating to injuries resulting copies of the work, at $5 per annum. 
in death is added. Subserigcions respectfully solicited. 409, 411, 412, 413 Powers’ Com. Buildings, 
cy 2 Vols. Price, STUMPF & STEURER, Publishers, ROCHESTER, N. Y. 
ote 1500 pages. $11.00, net. 48 Church St. (P.0.Boxr4il) NEW YORK. 2 
RMS. 


The Lawyers’ Co-Operative Publishing Company, 
ROCHESTER, N. Y. 


LAW | 
BOOKS 


BOUGHT. 
EXCHANGED. 
Write us. Catalogue for stamp. 
‘THE WAIT. PUBLISHING v0O., 








216 Clark St., Chicago, Ill. 


Preserve 
THE AMERICAN LAWYER. 


Handsome Cloth Binde~, holding a year’s issue. 


Sent prepaid 
Only 50 Cents. 
Address Office of Publication. 





Albany Law School 


EsTaBLISHED 1851. 
COURSE, ONE YEAR. 


For full particulars, 
Address DEAN or SECRETARY, Albany, N.¥ 
Graduates will please forward their addresses 
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Business Established 1836. 
THE AMERICAN LAWYER, 


Frank C. Smitu, LL. B., Eprror. 








A Business Journal for Business Lawyers. 
ISSUED MONTHLY. 





Discusses current commercial law and litigation ; reports the latest de- 
cisions and the events of legislation upon business affairs ; keeps 
abreast of contemporary legal literature ; gives news of 
the movements of attorneys and law associations, 
and of all matters of interest to live 
practitioners. 

SUBSCRIPTION PRICE: 

In the United States and Canada, $l annually. In other Countries, $1.50 annually. 

RP a 


ASSOCIATE) PUBLICATIONS: 


YHE AMERICAN BANKER, 


A weekly Dmg giving a complete review of all banking and financial matters, new 
and closed banks, changes, counterfeits, and everything of interest to men of finance. 


SUBSCRIPTION PRICE, $4.00 per Year. 


THE AMERICAN BANK REPORTER, 


om uarterly, with semi-annual special editions, containing corrected lists of all 

ankers and financial institutions; officers. cap'tal, surplus, etc., towns without 

banking facilities and nearest ban 
formation. 


Subscription Price, $6.00, or with “ The Ame:ican Banker,” $9.00 per Year 
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king point ; list of attorneys and other valuable in- 
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UnbErRwoop’s U. S. CounTERFEIT REPORTER, 


Contains a complete list of all American and Canadian counterfeits or altered or 
tolen bank notes, silver certificates, bunds, etc., ssued Bi-Monthly. 


SUBSCRIPTION PRICE. $2.00 per Year. | 








STUMPF & STEURER, Publishers, 
48 Church St., cor. Fulton St., (P.0. Box 411) MEW YORK CITY. 


Entered at the New York Post Office a» Second Chim Mutter. 








CHICAGO BRANCH OFFICE, 181 Was! mnctniaati Street. 


NEW YORK, APRIL, 1894. 
10,000 Copies eoch Issue. 


THE “LAW TIMEs,” oF LONDON, a leading English 
periodical, deservedly compliments J. Newton Fiero, late 
president of the New York State Bar Association, by 
quoting, approvingly, extensive extracts from his address 
before the recent annual meeting of that body, upon the 
conservatism of the law and lawyers. This is significant 
in view of the tenacity with which the English bar resists 
innovation in legal matters. No less significant, however, 
of the changed and changing views of our brethren iu 
the Mother Land in this regard, is the fact that a move- 
ment is now there well advanced for the organization of 
a bar association modelled upon lines followed by like 
organizations in this country. It is but another evidence 
of the unity of needs and of purpose of the English- 
speaking bar, to which we have frequently called atten- 
tion, and which fact presages the sure and complete re- 
form in Anglo-Saxon jurisprudence which shall place it 
in thorough harmony with modern thought and modern 
needs. ‘ 














Guaranteed Circulation, 








THE ANNOUNCEMENT that Leonard A. Jones will 
soon publish a work on Real Property with special re- 
ference to modern forms of conveyancing, will be wel- 
comed by the profession. This author is justly popular 
because of his thoroughness, not only in the citation of 
adjudicated c:ses, but for the way in which he exhaust- 
ively presents the common and statutory law upon each 
subject of which he treats. We await this new labor of 


IN RESTRAINT OF TRADE. 





A monopcly of trade embraces two essential ele. 
ments: First, the acquisition of an exclusive right to, or 
the exclusive control of, that trade; and second, the ex. 
clusion of all others from that right and control. It has 
long been settled that contracts or combinations of the 
producers or dealers in staple commodities of prime ne. 
cessity to the people, to restrict or monopolize their sup- 


ply or enhance their price, pooling contracts, or combina- 


tions between such producers or dealers to divide their 
profits in certain fixed proportions, and pooling contracts 
or combinations between competing common carriers, are 
illegal restraints of trade, and void. Sv, too, combina- 
tions between employers or workmen to fix and abide by 


| certain prices for labor or services while they may be 


valid in their inception. become illegal restraints of trade 
whenever the associations formed under them interfere 
with the freedom of those who are not members to refuse 
to abide by their prices or to employ or be employed at 
other rates, or whenever such associations undertake to 


| prevent non-members from using their property or their 


labor as they see fit. At common law, the ground on 
which such contracts were declared unlawful was that 
they were against public policy, and such is the under. 
lying reason for the legislation of the present day upon 
this matter. But public policy is fickle. It changes with 
the changing conditions of the times, and as Justice Bur- 
rough once said, it may lead one from sound Jaw. In 
dealing with the question to-day, therefore, we must seek 
the public policy of the times as illustrated by present 
public statutes and judicial decisions. The public policy 
of the nation must be determined by its constitution, laws 
and legal decisions. ‘So far as they disclose it, it is the 
province of the courts to learn and enforce it; beyond 
that it is unnecessary and unwise for them to pursue en- 
quiry. The reason for this standard of determination is 
plain. 

A patient examination of the cases bearing upon these 
questions, discloses the fact that the contracts considered 
therein were one of the classes mentioned above or rest 
upon some ground other than the existence of restriction 
upon competition. It was natural, and in line with legal 
precedent and needs, that in discussing contracts of these 
classes the courts should condemn the suppression of 
competition, but in none of these cases were they required 
to hold and in none of them did they hold, that every re- 
striction of competition by contracts of competing dealers 
or carriers was illegal. An extended view of the authori- 
ties strengthens this conclusion and makes plain the line 
of demarcation which separates legal contracts that in- 
cidentally restrict competition, from illegal contracts in 
restraint of trade. From a review of the authorities, it 
clearly appears that when the anti-trust act was passed 
by congress the rule had become established in England 
and the United States that the validity of contracts re- 
stricting competition was to be determined by the reason- 
ableness of the restriction. If the main purpose or in 
evitable effects of a contract was to suppress competi- 
tion or create a monopoly, it was illegal. If a contract 
imposed a restriction that was unreasonably injurious to 





his pen with much eagerness. 





the public interest, or a restriction that was greater than 
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the interest of the party in whose favor it was imposed 
demanded, it was illegal. But contracts made for a law- 
ful purpose, not unreasonably injurious to the public wel- 
fare and which imposed no heavier restraint upon trade 
than the interest of the favored party required, had 
been uniformly sustained, notwithstanding their tendency 
to some extent to check competition. The public welfare 
was first considered, and the reasonableness of the re- 
striction determined under these rules in the light of all 
the facts and circumstances of each particular case. From 
which it is clear that there may be commercial combina- 
tions in the nature of so-called “trusts” or monopolies, 
to which the doctrine of trade conspiracies or combina- 
tions in restraint of trade will not, in the absence of spe- 
cial legislation, apply. 

The foregoing considerations, most interestingly am- 
plified, and the wholesome conclusion of our highest courts 
thereon, as above set forth, form the basis of the decision of 
the United States circuit court of appeals, in the recent 
case of United States v. Trans-Missouri Freight Association, 
et al (58 Fed. Rep. 58) wherein, too, are gathered and dis- 
cussed a multitude of well selected cases, sustaining every 
point of the argument. The case decides that even rail- 
road companies and other quasi-public corporations, whose 
business is of such a character that it has been said it 
cannot be restrained to any extent whatever without 
prejudice to the public interests may, within proper 
bounds, make such contracts and combinations as shall 
impose mutual restraint, though it diminishes competi- 
tion. And it is this application of the doctrine above pre- 
sented that makes this decision notable. It should be 
studied by every practitioner. Justice Shiras, in a strong 
opinion, dissents from the opinion of the court, but we 
think his argument is based upon narrower premises than 
should govern so grave a point in these broadening days. 








THE LEGISLATURE OF NEW YORK cannot, with a 
proper consideration for the best interests of the State, 
ignore the bill providing for uniform examivations for ad- 
mission to the bar, submitted to it by the State Bar As. 
sociation. The people have a right to demand that the 
body to which they must entrust the conduct of their 
legal matters as clients, and from which must be drawn 
the members of their judiciary, shall be winnowed of 
moral and mental incapacity. This demand is largely 
answered in the bill mentioned, and no good reason can 
be given against its prompt passage. Every lawyer in 
the legislature should be its especial champion, for it will 
mightily help to save the profession from the accretion of 


incapables, or worse, which are already a serious menace 
to the efficiency and good name of our exalted guild. 





THE PAPER BY PROF. CHARLES A. GRAVES, on 
“Extrinsic Evidence in Respect to Written Instruments,” 
printed in this issue, was delayed in reaching our hand 
until after we had published the proceedings of the late 
session of the Virginia State Bar Association, for which 
it was originally prepared, and where it was read by its 
author. The paper is of such excellence however, and 
because of its citation of sustaining authorities can be 
made of such service by practitioners, that we have pro- 
Dosed to use it at the earliest possible moment. It will 


THE LIMIT OF THE JURISDICTION. 





A court of chancery may, at the instance of a stock- 
holder, and .if the company itself refuses to move, law- 
fully entertain a bill to depose or to restrain the officers 
or directors of a corporation when it appears that in 
their capacity as agents or trustees of the stockholders 
they have committed, or are about to commit, acts that 
are tantamount to a breach of trust. And this is true 
whether such acts consist of fraudulent dealings with the 
corporate property or funds or whether they consist in 
engaging the corporation in enterprises that are beyond 
the scope of its chartered powers. But a court of equity 
has no power to interpose its authority for the purpose of 
adjusting controversies that have arisen among the share- 
holders or directors of a corporation relative to the proper 
mode of conducting the corporate business, as it may do 
in case of a similar controversy arising between the mem- 
bers of an ordinary partnership. A stockholder in acor- 
poration cannot successfully invoke the power of a court 
of chancery to control its officers or board of managers 
or to wrest the corporate property from their charge 
through the agency of a receiver, so long as they neither 
do, nor threaten to do, any fraudulent or ultra vires acts, 
and so long as they keep within the limits of by-laws 
which have been prescribed for their governance. If in 
either of the cases last specified a stockholder is never- 
theless dissatisfied with the business policy that is being 
pursued, or the methods of corporate management, he 
must seek redress within the corporation, in the mode 
prescribed by its charter and by-laws, rather than by an 
appeal to the courts. 

Thus is the limit of the jurisdiction of a court of 
equity to deal with the affairs of a corporation at the suit 
of an individual, defined by the United States circuit court 
of appeals, in the case of Republican Mountain Silver Mines 
et al v. Brown et al (58 Fed. Rep. 644). The reason for 
this limitation is clear. Corporations are, in a certain 
sense, legislative bodies. They have a legislative power 
when the directors or shareholders are duly convened, 
that is fully adequate to settle all questions affecting 
their business interests or policy, and they should be left 
to dispose of all questions of that nature without apply- 
ing to the courts for relief. 








A SPECIAL AGREEMENT TO PAY INTEREST gives a 
right of action to recover the interest whenever, under 
the contract, it becomes due. It is a part of the contract, 
and may be enforced either separately or in connection 
with other obligations of the same contract. But when 
it is not specially contracted for, it is but an incident of 
the contract or obligation upon which it depends and can- 
not be recovered in a separate action after payment of 
the principal. In such cases, except as provided by sta- 
tute, it is recovered, not as interest eo nomine, but as 
damages for the detention of the principal debt or for 
failure to discharge the obligation. 

The supreme court of California, in the case of City 
of Los Angeles v. City Bank (34 Pac. Rep. 510), renders 
this helpful reminder upon the right to recover inte 
and adds that wherever the question of the application 
of payments is left in doubt, the law will apply them first 
to the extinguishment of interest due at the date of pay- 





ment. 
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IN COMPOSITION. 





A composition agreement is an exception to the rule 
that payment of part of a liquidated and due debt is not 
satisfaction for the whole. It is excepted because there 
is a consideration to each creditor for his agreement to 
accept less than his claim in full payment. The composi- 
tion is regarded as an agreement, not merely between the 
debtor and each creditor, but also between the several 
creditors. The engagement of each creditor to accept 
less than his claim is the consideration to each of the 
others for his like engagement. Each creditor signing 
has a right to assume that each one is to receive the ben- 
efit stipulated in the agreement; that it sets forth truly 
the terms of composition as to all the parties. Any sepa- 
rate agreement by which one of the creditors secures to 
himself benefits not conferred on the others and which 
agreement is not disclosed to them before they sign the 
composition, is a fraud upon them. Such separate agree- 
ment ‘s void. And this, not only as to those sought to 
be defrauded, the creditors, but also between the parties 
thereto. Upon this the authorities are uniform. 

In this succinct phrase, and upon the citation of nu- 
merous well selected cases, the supreme court of Minne- 
sota in the case of Newell v. Higgins (56 N. W. Rep. 577), 
states the law governing secret agreements in a composi- 
tion with creditors, and states it well. It recognizes also 
that there is a class of cases of which Atkinson v. Denby, 
7 Hurl. & N. 933 is a type, which go so far as to hold that 
even where the secret agreement is fully performed by 
payment of the money or the transfer of the property 
stipulated, the debtor may, upon the theory of coercion 
exercised over him by the creditor, recover it back from 
the creditor. Expressing no opinion on those cases how- 
ever, it distinctly upholds the doctrine that where the 
agreement has not been fully performed a court will not 
assist the fraudulent party by compelling performance. 








THE ESSENTIAL FOUNDATION. 





A muncipal corporation holds its property and funds 
in trust for the benefit of the taxpayers. Whenever it 
attempts, therefore, to allow an illegal claim, consent to 
a collusive judgment, misappropriate the public money, 
or do any other act ultra vires, a taxpayer, in his own 
name, may have an injunction to restrain such unlawful 
acts when his property would thereby be compelled to 
bear its pro rata share of the burden thus imposed. The 
right of a taxpayer to invoke the aid of a court of equity 
to restrain by injunction such unlawful acts depends upon 
his personal injury, and the test of such injury is meas- 
ured by the fact that his property would be subjected to 
an additional burden of taxation. If his property will 
not be subject to an additional burden of taxation and he 
will not sustain any other personal damages, his injury 
is not contradistinguished from that of all other taxpay- 
ers of the municipality, and he cannot invoke the aid of 
equity to prevent an unlawful corporate act, however 
much he may, in common with others, be injured. 

This is the reasoning and the conclusion thereon, of 
the supreme court of Oregon in the case of Sherman v. 





Bellows et al (34 Pac. Rep. 549), wherein that court, in 


ee, 
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the irreconcilable conflict of authority on the question, 
takes the wiser view sustaining the right of an individ. 
ual taxpayer, under the circumstances stated, to main- 
tain, in his own name, a suit for an injunction restraining a 
municipal corporation and its officers from illegal acts, 
In such cases the special injury of the taxpayer, as pre- 
viously stated, is the gist of the suit. 
cial injury is alleged and proved there can be no equit- 
able relief in such cases. 
held that a private individual may, (in the absence of 
statutory authority), maintain a bill to enjoin a breach of 
public trust without showing that he will be specially in- 
jured thereby. This special personal injury is the essen- 
tial foundation of the right of such action. 


Unless such spe- 


In no instance has it ever been 








FoR A MISTAKE OF LAW, pure and simple, there is 


generally no remedy or relief, but there may be relief af- 
forded in equity if the surrounding circumstances are of 
such a nature that the adverse party is seeking to avail 
himself of the opportunities afforded by the mistake, and 
attempting to enforce an unconscionable advantage with. 
out consideration, the other party not being blamable. 
Nor is it necessary that such mistake be mutual. 
was very clearly shown by a strong argument and the 
citation of numerous authorities in the case of Benson v. 
v. Markoe, 37 Minn., 33, and the supreme court of that 
State, in the late case of Lane v. Holmes, (57 N. W. Rep. 
132) citing its previous decision, reaffirms the doctrine it 
enunciates, and also the more familiar rule that in cases 


This 


where there is a mixed question of law and fact, or of 
fact alone, relief can be granted, especially if such relief 
will not result in injury to the opposite party. 

Upon these principles the court decides, in the case 
at bar, that where by reason of a mistake in the compu- 
tation of interest on a note secured by a mortgage, there 
is claimed to be due in the notice of foreclosure sale a 
larger sum than is legally due and the premises are bid 
in by the mortgagee for the sum so claimed, but in good 
faith, believing that he is only bidding for the sum ac- 
tually due, and the mortgagor is attempting to recover 
by action against the mortgagee, as surplus, the exces- 
sive interest 80 computed and included in the sum bid, 
and the premises are of less value than the sum actually 
and legally due, the mortgagee may be afforded equitable 
relief and a resale ordered. The court also holds that in 
such case the value of the use of the mortgaged premises 
after the first foreclosure and the expiration of the time 
for redemption by the mortgagee in actual possession with 
the actual or implied assent of the mortgagor, need not 
be tendered to the latter before such resale. 





A MORTGAGE is security for the payment of a debt. 
It is acontract by which specific property is hypothecated 
for the performance of an act without the necessity of a 
change of possession. It is also a lien upon everything 
that would pass by a grant of the property, and upon 
nothing more. It is a lien upon the property mortgaged 
in the hands of every one claiming under the mortgagor 
subsequently to its execution, except purchasers in good 
faith without notice and for value. Until the debt which 
the property was hypothecated to secure is paid, the mort- 
gage lien continues, subject to the provisions of the st:),, 
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tute. Nothing but the actual payment of the debt, or an 
express release, will operate as a discharge of the mort- 
gage. The lien lasts as long as the debt if there is no 
release or a foreclosure by sale of all the property men- 
tioned in the mortgage. 

One of the purposes of making a sale of mortgaged 
property is to ascertain its value as applicable to the 
mortgage debt. When a mortgagee takes possession 
ander the mortgage and sells the property, the amount 
realized at the sale is conclusive on all the parties as to 
the value of the property and the amount to be applied 
on the indebtedness. The sale only forecloses these ques- 
tions, and cuts off the right which the mortgagor had of 
redeeming the property if it is worth more than the debt, 
or leaving him liable for the residue if it is worth less. A 
sale of part of the property mortgaged does not discharge 
the lien on the property unsold. 

The foregoing restatement of the characteristics and 
purposes of mortgages, and of the effect of foreclosure 
sales thereunder, is embodied in the decision of the su- 
preme court of South Dakota, in the case of First Na- 
tional Bank of De Smet v. Northwestern Elevator Co. (57 
N. W. Rep. 77.) 


THE LAW GUARDS THE FIDUCIARY RELATIONS with 
great care. It aims to prohibit the possibility of a con- 
flict tetween the duty of a trustee and his personal in- 
terest. It demands that he look solely to the interest of 
hig cestui que trust, that the agent work with an eye 
single to the welfare of his principal. It prohibits the 
agent from all speculation or profit in the subject-matter 
of his agency, and visits such a breach of duty, not only 
with loss of the profits gained but with loss of the com- 
pensation which a faithful discharge of duty would have 
earned. 

Upon these incontestible propositions of law the 
United States circuit court of appeals for the eighth cir- 
cuit in the case of Warren v. Burt et al (58 Fed. Rep. 101), 
founds the following statement of the legal principle con- 
trolling in cases where an agent intentionally acquires an 
interest in the subject-matter of his agency. No man, 
says the court, whether he be principal or agent, can 
be a vendor and a purchaser at the same time, and an 
agent of a vendor who intentionally becomes interested 
as a@ purchaser in the subject-matter of his agency vio- 
lates his contract of agency, betrays his trust, forfeits his 
commission as agent, and is liable to his principal for all 
the profits he makes by his purchase. The reasons under- 
lying this rule are very simple and may be thus stated: 
The interests of vendor and purchaser are diametrically 
opposed. To the vendor the highest price, to the pur- 
chaser the lowest price, is the greatest good. For the 
agent of a seller, therefore, to permit himself to become 
interested in a purchase from his principal is to inaugu- 
rate so dangerous a conflict between duty and selt-inter- 
est, that this has long been wisely and strictly forbidden. 








COMMON CARRIERS that undertake to convey freight 
for hire are insurers of the goods which they engage to 
transport and, in the absence of any stipulation in the 
contract of carriage, they are exempt from liability only 
when the failure to deliver occurs through the act of God 





the carrier until it has shown that, by some act of the 
owner or some unavoidable accident, it was prevented 
from performing its contract. A carrier may, however, 
restrict its liability by special contract, but it cannot thus 
exonerate itself from the consequences of its own negli- 
gence. But when, in such case, negligence is relied upon 
by the owner, the burden of proof is upon him to estab- 
Fire, not occurring through the fault of the car- 
rier, is a casualty against which it may protect itself 
from liability by contract. 

Upon these familiar doctrines, the appellate court of 
Indiana, in the case of Reid v. Evansville & T. H. R. Co. 
(35 N. E. Rep. 703) proceeds to a decision that where a bill 
of lading stipulates against liability for damages by fire, a 
shipper cannot reoover for goods destroyed in a fire not 
shown to have been caused by the carrier’s negligence, 
on the ground that the carrier, a railroad company, had 
negligently delayed to forward the goods, and had left 
them on a side track where they caught fire; such delay 
not being the proximate cause of the injury. This de- 
cision, the first upon the precise question by an appellate 
court of thatState and one not yet decided by the supreme 
court of Indiana, is in line with decisions of the highest 
courts of Pennsylvania, Massachusetts, Ohio, Lowa, Ne- 
braska, and perhaps other State courts, as well as the 
supreme court of the United States. 
York, New Hampshire and Missouri, among others, how- 
ever, maintain the opposite doctrine. 


lish it. 


UNDUE INFLUENCE is a species of fraud. When re- 
lied upon to annul a transaction inter partes, or a testa- 
mentary disposition, undue influence must be proved. It 
can never be presumed. However, the relation in which 
the parties to a transaction stand to each other is a ma- 
terial circumstance, and, in some cases, may of itself be 
sufficient to raise a presumption of its existence. 
actions between guardian and ward, attorney and client, 
trustee and cestui que trust, or persons, one of whom is 
dependent upon and subject to the control of the other, 
Dealings between parties thus 
situated, resulting in a benefit conferred upon, or an ad- 
vantage gained by the one holding the dominating situa- 
tion, naturally excite suspicion. In such a case it is in- 
cumbent upon the stronger party to show affirmatively 
that no deception was practiced, that no undue influence 
was used and that all was fair. This rule does not pro- 
ceed upon a presumption of the invalidity of the particu- 
lar transaction, without proof. The proof is made in the 
first instance when the relation and the personal inter- 
vention of the party claiming the benefit are shown. 
Based upon its earlier decisions, of which the fore- 
going is an epitomization, the court of appeals of New 
York, in the late case of Barnard v. Gantz et al (35 N. E, 
Rep. 430, 55 N. Y. S. Rep. 541), emphasizes the whole- 
some rules governing confidential relations. 
not so impracticable as to refuse to take notice of the in- 
fluence of greed and selfishness upon human conduct, 
and it wisely interposes by adjusting the quality and 
measure of proof to the circumstances to protect the 
weaker party and, as far as may be, to make it certain 
that trust and confidence have nut been perverted or 


illustrate this doctrine. 


abused. 
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Current Legislation—Action of Legislatures and Legislative Committees— 
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IOWA. 


The Finch bill requiring insurance companies to ust losses 

within thirty days after receipt of notice and proof of loss which 

assed the house ie an immense vote has been recommended for in- 
efinite postponement by the senate insurance committee. 


A bill requiring coal miners to be paid on the first and third Sa- 
turdays of each month has passed the house and employers are pro- 
hibited from withholding more than the amount of three week’s 
earnings at any one time. Severe penalties are provided for the 
violation of the act. 


The senate banks and banking committee decided to favorably 
report the Harnam bill governing ae and loan associations. 
The bill prohibits paying of the expenses of associations from dues, 
investment of fands in debenture bonds, and organization with per- 
manent stockholders. It also provides for inspection of associations 
by state authorities and requires reports of business to be made to 

6 state. 


MARYLAND. 


A number of amendments of importance to the Hayes bill were 
adopted by the senate recently. One was the ‘‘bond scaling feature,” 
roviding for the taxation on the income of interest bearing bonds. 
we amendment of a like nature was also passed, providing a sliding 
rate for the taxation on the income of ground rents. A provision 
was adopted exempting electric light plants from taxation. 


J. Helmsley Johnson, of Baltimore, has introduced in the house 
a bill of much importance, which has for its object the simplification 
of pleadings and practice in courts of law. e bill provides that 
the formal distinctions between common law actions shall be abol- 
ished, except in case of the actions of attachment, dower, —— 
and replevin. In beginning other suits the plaintiff is to file a plain 
and concise statement of the circumstances constituting the cause of 
action and where and when it arose, the statement to be divided 
into p phs numbered consecutively ; and in like manner the 
defendant must state in a summary form the material facts upon 
which he relies for his defense, and must answer specifically each 
allegation of the plaintiff. Every allegation of fact in any pleading 
is to be admitted unless denied or stated to be not admitted. The 
bill also provides that a plaintift may unite in the same action 
several causes of action, but the court, upon application of the de- 
fendant, may make an order confining the action to such causes of 
action as may be conveniently disposed of together. 


MASSACHUSETTS. 

The insurance committee had a hearing last month upon the pe- 
tition of Fred C. Wright of Springfield for a law to allow the forma- 
tion and admission of companies for the insuring of mercantile cre- 
dits, with a capital of not less than $200,000. Mr. Wright explained 
what he wanted and was followed by his counsel, Frank Hall. In- 
surance Commissioner Merrill said that this must be reckoned 
amongst the hazardous classes of insurance, but he was not so con- 
servative as to set up | opposition to it. The business was being 
done surreptitiously in this State by some of the foreign companies ; 
if it was to be done here at all, it was best that it should be done 
legally and under proper regulation. There was no great demand 
for this kind of insurance except that merchants are seeking it. He 
— that the Newark company had made a success of the 

usiness. 


The committee on banks and banking has reported adversely on 
the petition that deposits in savings banks go on interest monthly. 

The committee on probate and insolvency reported a bill pro- 
viding for petitioning into insolvency in certain cases, contractors 
and builders; also a bill providing for the examination by the comp- 
troller of county accounts, of accounts of registry of probate and in- 
solvency. 


The committee on judiciary reported leave to withdraw, on the 
tition for change in the law relating to the preparation of the 
Jury list. 

The committee on railroads reported favorably on the resolve 
providing that when grade crossings are to be abolished, provision 
may be made for the abolition of private ways connected therewith 
the damages therefor to be previously recovered from the railroad 
company. This committee reported ‘‘ought not to pass” on the bill 
requiring railroads to submit monthly statements of their earnings. 

In the senate the joint committee on judiciary reported a bill to 

ive courts of insolvency jurisdiction in equity in cases of estates of 
insolvent debtors pending in said courts. 

The committee on constitutional amendments, to whom was re- 
ferred the ep pore of the referendum, has decided to report a resolve 
substantially as follows: The general court shall have power to re- 
fer the adoption or rejection of any law to a vote of the qualified 
voters of the commonwealth or that portion thereof to be direct] 
affected thereby, and to prescribe the conditions under which onde 
reference shal] be made. 
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NEW YORK. 


The Assembly committee on banks will report Senator Person’s 
bill for the formation and management of co-operative savings and 
loan associations; and Senator ton’s bill providing that monied 
corporations, incorporated under special laws, shall have the power 
of trust companies. 

The Assembly committee on commerce and navigation will re. 
port Senator Sullivan’s bill providing that the act authorizing the 
construction of the bridge between New York and Long Island, shal} 
not authorize the operation of railroads on streets. 


Assembly judiciary committee will report the joint stock cor- 
poration law. 


OHIO. 


Two bills to amend the gary law in material points have been 
introduced in the senate. One provides that, except in a capita) 
case, 9 out of the 12 jurors, in either a criminal or civil action, shall 
be able to bring a verdict. The other bill is intended to make the 
courts of magistrates courts of final jurisdiction in all cases invol.- 
ving amounts less than $20. The senate passed the bill providing 
that companies incorporated to insure against loss of live stock b 
theft or accidental damage may do business in Ohio, and that for- 
eign insurance companies shall be required to deposit a sum equal 
to one-fourth of their capital stock. 


The bill requiring law students to have read three instead of 
two years before admission to the bar has passed the house; alro the 
following: to allow litigants to choose stenographers and have the 
court appoint the same; giving to assignees the same power in de- 
fending a suit as is now enjoyed by administrators; providing in 
the event of a trial in the circuit court of a case for damages through 
personal injury, where the person is dependent for a livelihood upon 
daily labor, the judge may advance the suit on the docket; amend- 
ing the union-label law so as to exempt those who adopt such 
labels from the penalty clause, and fixing the penalty for fraudulent 
use at $50. 

The bill amending section 3260 so as to provide that creditors of a 
joint stock company, when collecting under stockholders liability, 
may remit the amount due from those upon whom service cannot be 
secured and collect pro rata from others, passed the house. 

In the senate the Lawlor bill providing for the monthly pay- 
ment of wages of railroad employes was reported from the committee 
on railroads and ——— and placed on the calendar. Mr. Locke's 
bill Leng that the lawyer prosecuting a disbarment case shall 
be paid $100 from the county treasury was passed, also the bills pro- 
viding that sub-contractors and material men shall have the benefit 
of the lien law, and that providing that if the trial judge fails to 
sign a bill of excep+ions prior to the expiration of his term any other 
judge in the district may sign it. 


VIRGINIA. 


The Pilcher bill, declaring _— of embezzlement any banker 
or bank officer, who, knowing the insolvency of his bank, receives 
deposits, is now a law. 


The law reform bills recommended by the State Bar Association 
are pending, in the committees to which they were referred. One 
of these bills contemplated the practical merger of legal and equit- 
able remedies, and, although the bill never passed, some measure of 
relief will hereafter be afforded the —— litigant who may have 
mistaken his forum, by Senator Hay’s ti, now a law, excludin 
from the running of the statute of limitations the time during whic 
a suit which should have been brought at common law is pending in 
equity, and vice versa. 

Husband and wife will now be competent to testify, for or 
against each other in civil cases, except suits to set aside conveyances 
from one to the other on the ground of fraud, and divorce p . 
ings. Either may testify in behalf of the other in criminal proceed- 
ings, but the failure of either so to testify shall not create any pre- 
sumption against the accused, nor be the subject of comment before 
the court or jury by the prosecuting attorney. Communications 
during marriage from one to the other cannot be introduced without 
mutual consent. 

The list of exemptions from jury service has been much reduced. 

A creditor is now allowed to institute a proceeding under sec- 
tion 2460 of the code to set aside a fraudulent conveyance whether 
his claim be due or not. 


The recent decision of the court of appeals that a deed of trust 
or mortgage upon personal property in another State need not be re- 
corded in this State when the property is brought here, has been 
met by a law eter for the recordation of the deed of trast or 
mortgage in this State under such circumstances. 

It has been declared that a judge’s law partner shall not prac- 
tice law in the county in which the judge’s court is held, and a clerk 
or deputy clerk of a county court cannot practice law in the circuit 
court of his county, nor can a clerk or deputy clerk of a circuit 
court practice law in his county court. 

Section 2906 of the code of Virginia is amended 80 as to provide 
that the right of action under sections 2902 and 2908 shall survive 
when the party injured dies pending the action. 


When a corporation is in the hands of a receiver, process may 
now be served on the receiver. 
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LOST INSTRUMENTS—POSSESSION BY AD- 
VERSE CLAIMANT. 
Supreme Court of Michigan. Jan. 5, 1894. 
Hoi. v. RATHBONE. 





In an action on a note made by his father-in-law, payable to 
plaintiff’s order, and not indorsed by him, but taken from his pos- 
session and claimed by his wife, the jury having found plaintiff's 
ownership, it is no hardship to defendant to permit plaintiff to re- 
cover on giving indemnity, as provided in case of lost notes. 


Error to circuit court, Oakland county; Joseph B. Moore, judge. 
Action by George W. Rathbone against Warren M. Hoil on a 


promissory note. Judgment for plaintiff. Defendant brings error. 
Affirmed. 

Aaron Perry, for appellant; Elliot R. Willcox, for appellee. 

MONTGOMERY, J. Action was brought in the court below upon 
a promissory note given by the defendant, payable to the plaintiff 
ororder. The defense set up was that the plaintiff was not the 
owner or holder of the note at the time the suit was begun, but that 
the same was owned and held by plaintiff’s wife, Eva Hoil, who was 
the defendant’s daughter. Trial was had before a jury, and they 
found specially—First, that the note was never indorsed by Warren 
M. Hoil; second. that the plaintiff was the owner of the note ; third, 
that, at the time of the commencement of the suit, the note was 
in possession of Eva Hoil, plaintiff's wife, who claimed to be the 
owner. The plaintiff offered testimony tending to show that he kept 
the note in a commode drawer in his sleeping room and tending to 
show that it was taken from this drawer, and had not since been re- 
covered by him. The testimony further tended to show that it was 
taken by his wife, who was the daughter of the defendant, and who 
left the plaintiff’s home, and returned to live with defendant. 

1. There are numerous assignments of error, the first relating to 
the refusal of the court to permit farther cross-examination, which, 
it is claimed, would have shown that the note was in possession of 
Mrs. Hoil; second, that the preofs of the loss of the note were not 
sufficient at the time it was received to justify the introduction of 

l evidence of its contents; and, third, that the court erred in 

tructing the jury that it was a question of law whether the note 
was lost. We think plaintiff's testimony was sufficient to justify 
the court in receiving evidence of the contents of the note, and as- 
signments of error became immaterial if, as a matter of law, the 
laintiff was entitled to recover upon the note, notwithstanding the 
t that it was in possession of Eva Hoil, the defendant himself 
a introduced testimony tending to show this fact, and contend- 
ing all the way through the case that such was the fact. 

2. It is strenuously insisted by the defendant that, until the 
note is delivered up to be caneditek the plaintiff is not entitled to 
maintain an action upon it; and the case of McKinney v. Hamil- 
ton’s Estate, 53 Mich. 497, 19 N. W. 263, is relied upon as authority 
to sustain this contention. In that case the instrument was a nego- 
tiable instrument, which was said by the court to be in the posses- 
sion of another person, claiming title to it, and having the usual 
marks of ownership. The proceeding was a claim against an estate, 
and the one in whose possession the note was had also presented a 
claim against the estate, upon the same instrument, for an allow- 
ance, ‘he court, by Mr. Justice Campbell, said: ‘‘ The rule has 
always been settied that a person who seeks to recover on such a 
Writteu agreement as the one involved here must be prepared to pro- 
duce it and have it before the court on the trial, so as to be properly 
marked and impounded, if necessary, and identified with ti.e judg- 
ment, and delivered up if satisfied. This rule has no exceptions, 
unless, by the order of a court of equity, on fall indemnification, 
the owner who had lost it should be eA to sue without its 
Production. Our statutes have supplied a similar remedy in the 
same suit; and unless a plaintiff sues as on a lost note, and brings 


* himself within the exemption afforded by equity or ty the statute, 


the rule is fixed.” As applied to the facts of that case, the rale 
stated is unquestionably correct, and in accord with authority. But 
the limit of the reason should be the limit of therule. Accordingly, 
at the common law, the plaintiff was not required to furnish in- 
demnity when the note was not negotiable, or when payable to order 
and unindorsed. (See Daniel, Neg. Inst. §§ 1481, 1482. and cases 
Cited; Bank v. Brown, 45 Ohio St. 39, 11 N. E. 799; Hopkins v. 
Adams, 20 Vt. 307; Bank v. Tillman, 12 Ala. 214; Rogers v. Miller, 
4Scam. 333; Dean v. Speakman, 7 Blackf. 317; Moore v. Fall, 42 
Me. 450; Price v. Dunlap, 5 Cal. 483.) The same reason which for- 
dids recovery on a lost negotiable note is that which prevents re- 
covery on a note which the B migere shows himself, for any other 
Teagon, unable to produce. The result to the defendant is precisely 
the same in either case. If the note be thereafter produced, hv may 
subject to suit, and the prima facie right isin the holder. But 

is not true of the failure to produce an unnegotiable note, or 
one payable to plaintift’s order, and not indorsed. There is no pre- 
amption of any title in a third person, either if its loss be shown, 











or if it be shown that the plaintiff is still the owner, and the note 
in the manual custody of another, not invested with the indicia of 
ownership. There is no ter probability of perjary in the one 
case than in the other. In the. present case the plaintiff was re- 
quired to furnish indemnity and did so. The defendant is fully pro- 
tected, and it is no hardship to him to treat the note as a lost note, 
within the statute. As we have pointed out, we think, at the com- 
mon law, his reeovery could not be defeated by the fact that the 
note was in the possession of another person. The judgment will be 
affirmed. The other justices concurred. 








ACTION ON NOTE—CONSIDERATION. 


Supreme Court, Idaho. Jan. 30, 1894. 
SMITH Vv. SMITH. 





A person who gives a note in consideration of the performance 
of a certain act by the payee, and by reason of certain representa- 
tions as to the law of the case, which representations prove to be 
false, and such note runs three months, falls due, and a new note is 
given therefor by the maker of the original note, and the old note 
taken up, cannot plead want of consideration of first note as a de- 
iense to the second. 

(Syllabus by the court.) 
ae from district court, Elmore county, C. O. Stockslager, 
Judge. 

Totten on @ promissory note by W. F. Smith against Cy. V. 
Smith. There was judgment for plaintiff, from which, and an order 
denying a new trial, defendant appeals. Affirmed. 

Wyman & Wyman and T. D. Cahalan, for appellant. 

E. M. Wolfe, for respondent. 

MorcGan, J. On the 8th day of July, 1891, the defendant, Cy. 
V. Smith, gave his promissory note to G. W. Fletcher, Jr., for the 
sum of $560.10. In consideration thereof the said Fletcher, who was 
then assignee of the estate of Jacob Ulrich, was to resign his posi- 
tion as said assignee, and procure the appointment to said position 
of the defendant, Cy. V. Smith.. The said Fletcher was also to 
transfer a quantity of property which the said Fletcher then held as 
assignee aforesaid to the said Cy. V. Smith. Fletcher claimed that 
the estate of Ulrich was indebted to him for the foregoing sum for 
moneys advanced by him in the settlement of the estate, and that 
he would not deliver up the property to Smith unless defendant, 
Smith, would give him his note for the amount he had advanced. It 
is also stated, and is in evidence, that Fletcher had represented to 
Smith at the time of procuring said note that no other claims than 
this already presented to the assignee could be collected from the 
estate of Jacob Ulrich, which statement, it is alleged, is untrue 
and that Fletcher knew it to be untrue. The note above mentioned 
fell due October 1, 1891. On that date defendant, Smith, not being 
ready to pay the note, gave a new one therefor, dated October 1, 
1891, for the sum of $360. 10, due eight months after date, and pay- 
able to Fletcher & Fletcher, in which firm G. W. Fletcher is a part- 
ner; the latter note to draw 1 per cent. per annum. The old note 
was delivered up to him. The latter note was transferred to William 
F. Smith, in the following words: ‘Pay to order of William F. 
Smith, without recourse to us. [Signed] Fletcher & Fletcher.” 
On the last-mentioned note, plaintiff, W. F. Smith, commenced suit 
September 12, 1892. To the complaint Wyman & Wyman, defend- 
ant’s attorneys, interposed a demurrer, which was overruled by the 
court, and the ruling of the court thereon excepted to. Thereupon 
the defendant filed his answer, alleging a want of consideration in 
the first of the above mentioned notes, and that it was obtained by 
fraud and false representation. The cause was tried before the Hon. 
C. O. Stockslager with a jury, resulting in a verdict for the plaintiff 
for the sum of $560.10 and interest. Judgment was entered thereon 
for the sum of $565.70. Defendant moved for a new trial, which 
motion was denied by the court, whereupon he appeals to this court 
from the judgment, and also from this order overruling the motion 
for new trial. 

The order of the court overruling the demurrer was proper, as 
upon examination of the complaint we deem it entirely sufficient. 
The defendant contends that, because the representations that 
George Fletcher, Jr., made to the defendant, Smith, at the time the 
first note was executed were untrue, therefore the note was obtained 
by a fraud, and was without adequate or any consideration. It will 
be remembered that a part of the consideration for the execution of 
the first note was the agreement of Fletcher to procure the appoint- 
ment of the said defendant, Smith, as assignee of the estate of Jacob 
Ulrich, an insolvent, and the further agreement to deliver posses- 
sion of the property of the said Ulrich, so held by him as assignee, 
to the defendant, Cy. V. Smith, so that he, Smith, could be secure 
for the amount of money mentioned in the note, and which Fletcher 
claimed to have advanced in settlement of said insolvent estate. 
This appointment was secured for him, and the property was deliv- 
ered to him in accordance with said agreement. This was sufficient 
to form a part consideration for the note. The representation of 
Fletcher that no more claims could be proven against the estate of 
Jacob Ulrich was a statement of a proposition of law which the de- 
fendant, Smith, had just as good an opportunity to ascertain the 
correctness of as had Fletcher, and, whether true or false, cannot be 
used as a defense in an action upon the note. But, however this 
may be the first note was given July 8, 1891, and was due October 
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1, 1891. The defendant, Smith, had all of this time—nearly three 
months—to ascertain the correctness of the report of Fletcher if he 
desired to doso. When that note was due he voluntarily came 
forward and took up the old note, and gave a new one for the same 
sum. The delivery of the old note was a sufficient consideration for 
the giving of the new one, and the defense of the failure of consider- 
ation of the first note cannot be brought against the second; that 
is, the settlement of a claim which may be doubtful, and giving of 
a note therefor, will be a sufficient and valid consideration for said 
note. Story, Prom. Notes, § 186; Russell v. Cook, 3 Hill, 504; 1 
Pars. Notes, 199; 2 Rand. Com. Paper, § 462, and cases there cited. 
See, also, Id. § 479; Bank v. Tisdale, 84 N. Y. 655. 

With this view of the law it becomes unnecessary for us to ex- 
amine the instructions of the court, or the exceptions taken by the 
defendant during the course of the trial, as we are of the opinion 
that a defense of want of consideration of the first note cannot suc- 
ceed in defeating the second. The fact that this defense cannot be 
made also renders it unnecessary to inquire whether the plaintiff in 
this case is a bona fide holder for value. The note is indorsed to 
him in writing upon the back thereof, and this indorsement conveys 
the legal title to him for the purposes of this suit. The decision of 
the court below must be affirmed, and it is so ordered. Costs 
awarded to the respondent. 

Huston, C. J., and SULLIVAN, J., concur. 








ACTION AGAINST NATIONAL BANK—ATTACH- 
MENT BEFORE JUDGMENT. 


Supreme Court of Georgia. 
PLANTERS’ LOAN & Sav. BANK Vv. BERRY. 


The statute of the United States prohibits seizare of property 
belonging to National banks (irrespective of whether they be solv- 
ent or insolvent) before final jndgment, by virtue of any attachment 
issued under a State law, and returnable to a State court. Any such 
seizure is therefore void, and a bond given by a National bank to 
dissolve such attachment, served by summons of garnishment, is 
also void. The giving of such bond is not an appearance in the at- 
tachment case so as to make valid a judgment entered upon the 
bond in that case against the bank and the sureties executing the 
bond. The judgment is wholiy void; and an affidavit of illegality, 
made and filed by one of the sureties in resistance to a levy upon his 
property, under an execution founded on the judgment, must be sus- 
tained. The judgment being wholly void for want of jurisdiction 
in the court rendering it, affidavit of illegality is a proper defensive 


remedy. 
(Syllabus by the court.) 
Error from city court of Richmond; W. F. Eve, judge. 


Action by J. M. Berry against the Planters’ Loan & Savings 
Bank. Plaintiff had judgment, and defendant brings error. Re- 
versed. 

Geo. A. Mercer, J. B. Cumming, Bryan Cumming, Francis C. Bar- 
low and Barlow § Wetmore, for plaintiff in error. Frank H. & Wm. 
K. Miller, for defendant in error. 


BLECKLEY, C. J. How the statutes of the United States stand 
at the present time on the subject of protecting National banks 
against the seizure of their effects by virtue of attachments in ad- 
vance of final juigment may be seen by reference to Rev. St. U. 8. 
§ 5242. The only wordsnecessary to be now quoted are these: ‘And 
no attachment, injunction or execution shall be issued against such 
association or its property before final judgment in any suit, action 
or proceeding in any State, county, or municipal court.” 

The opinion, whether professional or judicial, which con- 
strues this legislation as allowing seizure under attachment be- 
fore final judgment in case the defendant bank is solvent, and 
prohibiting it only where the bank is insolvent, is manifestly un- 
sound. Certainly, no such distinction is made in the letter, and 
we discern no necessity for it in the context or in the reason and 
spirit, of the legislation. The statutory p»licy seems to be to pre- 
vent all preference or priority in claims against these banks sought 
to be acquired by seizure of effects under State authority before the 
final adjudication of such claims, and to protect the banks from 
being weakened or crippled by such antecedent seizures. The Na- 
tional banks created by congress are to control their own assets and 
resources as against State interference at the instance of creditors, 
or of pretended creditors, until the real existence of the alleged debts 
has been ascertained by final judgment. Ante-judgment seizures 
cannot be made; a State can make post judgment seizures only. 
Mesne process will not snffice for seizing by State courts; these 
courts can seize alone by final process. This policy may be wise, or 
unwise, wholesome or unwholesome, but in either event it is the one 
established by competent legislative authority, and must be re- 
spected and enforced accordingly. In Bank v. Mixter, 124 U. 8. 
727, 8 Sup. Ct. Rep. 718, Waite, C. J., said: ‘‘Although the provis- 
ion was evidently made to secure equality among the general credit- 
ors in the division of the proceeds of the property of an insolvent 
bank, its operation is by no means confined to cases of actual or con- 
templated insolvency. The reme/y is taken away altogether, and 
cannot be used under any circumstances.” Whether this was obiter 
or not, as applied to the facts of that case, we agree with it, and 





accept it as a sound interpretation of the statute. And we agree 
with the court of appeals of New York that no aid can be derived 
from the act of congress of July 12. 1882, providing that the juris. 
diction for suits brought against National banks shall be the same 
as for suits against State banks. (Raynor v. Bank [1882], 93 N. Y, 
371.) In the case at bar the attachment was issued under a law of 
this State, and was returnable to one of the courts of the State. [t 
was levied, before final judgment. by the service of a summons of 
garnishment upon one of the debtors of the National bank, the de. 
fendant in attachment. This was a seizure of the debt, and the debt 
was the property of the bank. The seizure was utterly void, and 
the bond given by the bank to dissolve the garnishment was equally 
void. (Bank v. Mixter, 124 U. 8. 728, 729, 8 Sup. Ct. Rep. 718.) Cer. 
tainly it was void as a statutory bond, for, as there was no valid 
statutory authority for issuing or serving the garnishment, there 
could be none for taking the bond. In principle, this was ruled in 
the case of Bruce v. Conyers, 54 Ga 678. No suit or action has been 
brought upon this bond, but, treating it solely as a statutory bond, 
and applying to it the spirit of sections 3319 and 3540 of the code, 
the plaintiff in attachment caused judgment upon it to be rendered 
against the bank and the sureties who joined with the bank in exe- 
cuting it. The judgment was the outcome of the original suit 
brought against the bank by attachment. It that suit the sureties 
on the bond entered no appearance, and had no right to enter any, 
They were not heard, and could not have been heard, had they so 
desired, save, perhaps, by some collateral motion. It is contended, 
however, that by giving the bond, the bank did what was equiva- 
lent, under section 3328 of the code, to appearing and making de- 
fense. Grant this was so, the result would be only that ‘‘ the jndg- 
ment rendered against him (the bank) in such case shall bird all his 
property, and shall have the same force and effect as when there has 
been personal service.” Surely this would be quite enough to follow 
as a pecessary legal incident of giving a void bond. But to render 
a binding judgment on the bond against the bank and the sureties 
would be much more than this. It wouli be to change the charac- 
ter of the bond from void to valid, and affect the sureties by the 
attachment suit eqnally with their principal. It is manifest that, 
in order to reach the sureties and render them liable, mere appear- 
ance, or any other act of their principal, would not suffice. Evens 
confession of judgment by the latter would in no wise affect the 
foimer if the bond was void. In order for anything done by him, 
as their representative, to affect them, the real relation, not merely 
the nomioal relation, of principal and surety would have to exist. 
If there was no jurisdiction to issue the attachment or the garnish- 
ment pending the attachment, and no jurisdiction to serve the gar- 
nishment or cause it to be served, there was none to require the 
bond or to take it, or to enter up jndgment thereon in the attach- 
ment suit, whetber jurisdiction over the defendant in that suit— 
jurisdiction over the bank in personam—was acquired or not. To 
render judgment on the bond such as was rendered, it was neces- 
sary to have jurisdiction over the sureties also. This could not be 
acquired by taking the bond, for there was vo jurisdiction to take 
it; and there is no pretext that it was acquired otherwise. To show 
that the bank did enough to subject itself to a general judgment in 
personam under section 3328 of the code, even could this be con- 
ceded, would leave the want of jurisdiction over the sureties un- 
touched. The Planters’ Loan & Savings Bank, the party now com- 
plaining, is one of these. Its property has been levied upon under 
a fi. fa. based upon this judgment. It has filed an affidavit of ille- 
gality, and in so doing has chosen the proper remedy. It has not 

ad its day in court; there has been no court having, jurisdiction 
to bind it. It is not bound, and to overrule its affidavit and to order 
the execution to proceed was error. Let an order be entered in the 
superior court sustaining the affidavit of illegality. Judgment re; 
versed. 








SLEEPING-CAR COMPANY—LIABILITY TO PAS 
SENGER—LOSS OF EFFECTS. 


Court of Appeals of Colorado. Oct. 9, 1893. 
PULUMAN PALACE CAR COMPANY V. FREUDENSTEIN. 


In an action against a sleeping-car company for loss by a pas- 
senger of his coat while in his berth at night, the ag eecay pee of 


negligence on the part of defendant arising from such loss is rebut- 
ted by the uncontradicted evidence of the car porter that he was on 
duty, and engaged in watching the car, through the night, till after 
the loss. 

Error to Arapahoe county court. 


Action by Charles A. Freudenstein against the Pnllman Palace 
Car Company for the loss of property by plaintiff while on a car be- 
longing to defendant. Judgment for plaintiff and defendant brings 
error. Reversed. 

Rogers, Cuthbert § Ellis, for plaintiff in error. 
and Ralph Landon, for defendant in error. 


BisseLL, P. J. In April, 1890, Freudenstein took passage 0D 
the Rio Grande road for Sargent, Col. He was the holder of a first 
class railway ticket, and bought Pullman transportation on what is 
called a “tourist sleeper” between Denver and Sargent The cat 
was “No. 462,” and in charge of a porternamed Allen. The tourtist 
sleeper differs slightly from the first-class Pullman, in that they have 


W. P. Hillhowse 
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po drawing-roome and no lavatories which interfere with the gene- 
ral structure of the car. Asin the case of all sleepers, the berths 
opened on a center aisle, were provided to a certain extent with head 
and foot-boards, which separated the occupants, and the sleepers 
were protected by curtains from the general view. There was nothing 
to obstruct the observation of the porter in charge, and he could see the 
entire car from door to door, and observe the movements and conduct 
of the passengers. Some evidence was offered concerning the move- 
ments of Freudenstein from the time he got on the car until the loss, 
but it is sufficient to state that he went to bed after his berth was made 
up, and hung his overcoat inside of the curtains which protected 
his berth, and went to sleep. Later in the night he discovered that 
it was gone, got up, and complained to the porter, and together they 
made a search to find it, and observed the passengers alighting at 
Salida (which was a way station), to see it some person had taken 
it by mistake. The coat was not found, and the porter was unable 
to explain its disappearance. Some passengers got off at interme- 
diate stations, but what they took with them coes not transpire. 
Freudenstein, at the trial of the case, proved the loss of the over- 
coat, and rested. The company moved fora non-suit, but the mo- 
tion was denied. They then put the porter on the stand, and he 
gave evidence that he was on duty, and engaged in continuous watch 
of the car, from the time it left Denver, through the night, until 
after the loss. On this proof judgment was entered for the value of 
the coat and its contents, and the case was brought here on error. 
The liability of the company, if any, under these facts must of ne- 
cessity spring from the terms of some express contract between the 
company and the ———— or a contract to be implied from the 
circumstances of the accidental relation of passenger and carrier. 
This relation must measurably determine the obligations of the Pall- 
man Company, and fix the extent to which the proof must go if they 
are to respond to losses of this description. It is familiar learning 
that nothing would excuse the innkeeper or the common carrier 
when called on for a guest’s goods, or what may have been delivered 
for transportation, except proof that the loss was occasioned by the 
acts of God or the king’s enemies. They were both adjudged to be 
practically insurers of the property. Storms and armed enemies in 
open rebellion alone operated to excuse default in performsnce. The 
law to this day has practically remained unchanged. With the ex- 
ceptions and reservations contained in modern bills of lading, and 
admitted by the courts to be binding as contracts under some cir- 
cumstances, or with the force and effect of notices, agreements, or 
statutes by which keepers of inns seek tolimit what they are pleased 
to term the “ rigors of the common law,” we have nothing to do. 
Without theee, sudh servants of the public are held to a legitimate, 
advantageous, and entire accountability; an accountability fully 
warranted by their status and their profits. But the groundwork 
of the liability was found in the facts which gave rise to the rela- 
tion, and in the correlative advantages of the innkeeper and the 
carrier in the collection of their charges. The keeper of the inn was 
bound to receive the guests, and bad a lien on his guest’s goods for 
the price of the entertainment. He furnished him food and lodging, 
and has the right to exclude from the house all but guests and serv- 
ants of his own choosing. The carrier had the possession, sole cus- 
tody and control of goods delivered to him for carriage, could en- 
force his hen for freight and retain possession until it was paid, and 
only his or could interfere with it a the journey. The 
courts in a long series of adjudications have held that the Pallman 
Company cannot be held liable for lost baggage on these grounds. 
They have held the rales governing innkeepers to be inapplicable, 
because of the difference in the existing conditions. The law of the 
carrier has been adjudged to be equally unsuitable, because the pos- 
session was not exclusive. The latter difficulty does not seem tome 
to be entirely insurmountable. The possession of the Pullman Com- 
pany is practically as exclusive as that either of the innkeeper or 
the carrier. In either case, the risk of dishonest guests is always 
an element of danger, which cannot be eliminated. No person has 
access to the cars except the Pallman servants and the railroad em- 

loyees. It is no substantial enlargement of the risk to hold the 

ullman Company as guarantors for the honesty of these employees. 
No difficulty could be experienced in reducing this element of risk 
to an insignificant minimum. Eliminating these features, the com- 
pany does have possession of the travelers’ goods. There may 
not te the formal delivery, but the exclusive possession which 
ordinarily exempts the railroad company from liability for lost 
baggage is not retained by the traveler. f course, it is con- 
ceded that if the passenger by coach leaves his coat in the seat, and 
it be lost, the railroad cempany cannot be compelled to pay for it. 
They never had any possession on which a liability could be predi- 
cated. No such condition exists in a Pullman car. There the com- 
pany has possession ; a possession not at all similar to that which is 
called constractive. The passenger buys a place to sleep in, and 
when he hangs up his coat at the invitation of the Pullman Com- 
pany he onght both truthfully and legally to be held to give bis 
garment into the possession of the compauy. If lost, they should 
ve held liable. The only question is whether the loss alone is sufii- 
cient to fix the responsibility. The authorities hold otherwise. By 
an almost unbroken current, which has such volume and impetus 
that we do not feel vigorous or powerful enough to stem or turn it, 
courts have held that the basis ot the liability is the proven negli- 
—— of the company. (3 Wood, Ry. Law, § 368 et. seq. i 
Sc 


arr, p. 531; Whitney v. Car Co., 143 Mass. 243, 9N. K. Rep. 643 ; 


aling v. Car Co., 24 Mo. App. 29; Carpenter v. Kailroad Co., 124 





N. Y. 53, 26 N. E. Rep. 277; Car Co. v. Pollock, 69 Tex. 120, 5 8. W* 
Rep. 814; Coach Co. v. Diehl, 84 Ind. 474; Car Co. v. Smith, 73 Ill. 
360; Car Co. v. Gardner, 16 Amer. & Eng. R. Cas. 324; Stearn v. 
an” 8 Ont. 171; The Crystal Palace v. Vanderpool, 16 B. Mon. 

While we concede that the law has been thus settled, and that 
negligence must be shown before the plaintiff can recover, we do not 
agree with counsel as to what will discharge that duty. It is in- 
sisted that there must be positive evidence of a want of care, as by 
proof of the absence of a proper and sufficient number of servants, 
a lack of the watch which the cases decide the company must main- 
tain, or some equivalent testimony showing the positive omission 
of what the law has im as a part of the duty which the com- 
pany owes the traveler to whom it has sold accommodations. This 
does not coincide with our views of the relative duties of the pas- 
senger and the carrier. The Pullman Company has assumed a spe- 
cific obligation by the sale of a ticket which entitled the traveler to 
@ place tosleep. It was sold with the intention that it might be 
used for that pu When the berth is thus applied to the pur- 
poses for which it was sold, the company impliedly agrees that it 
will use due care to protect the property of the traveler. The pas- 
senger is sold a place to sleep in, which the vendor knows is to be 
used for that purpose. His personal belongings are taken to his 
apartment with the knowledge and assent ot the seller. Thus this 
property is in the place provided by the company, put there with 
their consent and approbation, and practically surrendered to their 
control and care. When loss is shown it does appear thatthe com- 
pany was guilty of negligence sufficiently to entitle the loser to re- 
cover. The breach occurs the instant the property is lost. To prove 
the loss is at least to make prima facie proof of due care and the 
maintenance of a proper supervision of the car and its occupants. 
The burden is then cast on them to prove watch or whatever else 
may be necessary to establish due care and want of negligence on 
their part. To shift the burden of this on to the traveler puts him 
to such a positive disadvantage that nothing short of an imperative 
necessity would lead us to accept this conclusion. The present case 
was brought within this rule. The plaintiff proved loss and rested ; 
non-suit was denied, and the defendant produced evidence which, if 
credited, entitled them to judgment. This proof has been fully 
stated. The porter in charge of the car was put upon the stand, and 
testified to an absolutely continuous watch during the night. This 
must be taken as true, for there was nothing to’ contravene it. We 
have no alternative but to accept it as veracious. It establishes due 
care on the part of the company. The known and well-understood 
conditions of modern travel show the impossibility of exact knowl~ 
edge of the property of the departing passenger who may leave at 
an intermediate station. If the company is permitted to escape the 
absolute liability of the innkeeper, such care and diligence as is 
consistent with proven and well-understood conditions can only be 
exacted. In the present case the company discharged this duty. 
The negligence which alone justifiss a recovery against them is not 
established by the evidence, and the judgment against them can- 
not, therefore, be sustained. What a subsequent trial may disclose 
cannot be foreseen. The judgment will therefore be reversed, and 
the case sent back for a new trial. 








The liability for mistakes made in cases of sudden alarm is not 
always easily placed. In two cases recently decided the courts have 
excused plaintiffs from charges of contributory negligence, even if 
they did not do just the right thing in times of great excitement. 
The supreme court of Pennsylvania in the case of Stoughton against 
The Manufacturers’ Natural Gas Company beld that the plaintiff was 


not negligent, although he failed to turn off the gas from his house 
while it wason fire. Natural gas was used as a fuel, and the pres- 
sure was regulated by an appliance which was foucd to be out of 
order, and so allowed an unusual amount of gas to enter the build- 
ing. The plaintiff went into the basement to turn off the gas at the 
furnace to prevent a conflagration. The pressure was so strong that 
he was unable to cut off the —_ at the furnace. His wife called 
to him and he rushed out of the ment without a moment’s de- 
lay. As he was standing by the furnace he might, by raising his 
hand, have reached the cut-off at the outer wall of the house and 
turned a valve to shut off the supply of gas. In his excitement he 
overlooked this means of stopping the flow of gas, and the court 
held that he could not be considered necessarily ne gl‘ gent under the 
circumstances. According to the evidence in a recent case before 
the supreme court of appeals of West Virginia, a railway workman 
was on a car when a collision occurred, and was found immediately 
afterward on the ground near the train, suffering from a fracture of 
the leg, which afterward caused his death. The railway <7 
endeavored to prevent a verdict against it for the loss of his life by 
declaring that he must have recklessly jumped from the train at the 
time of the accident. The court held that if he were placed by the 
fault of the railway company in such a position that he was com- 
pelled to choose in the face of immediate peril between two risks, 
and made the choice which was less prudent, he would still not ne- 
cessarily be considered negligent. The trainman was of an excit- 
able and nervous temperament, and he may have chosen to + mg 
from the train rather than run the risk of death in the collision. 
The supreme court of appeals held that he was not negligent. 
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EXTRINSIC EVIDENCE IN RESPECT TO 
WRITTEN INSTRUMENTS. 





Paper read at the Fifth Annual Meeting of the Virginia State Bar Association, by 
Cuas. A. GRAVES, Professor of Common and Statute Law, in Washington an 
Lee University, Lexington, Va.} 





The title of the paper which I have the honor to read this 
morning is in striking contrast with the topics which haye been 
selected by the distinguished gentlemen who follow me on the pro- 
gramme. As befits one who comes from the quiet and seclusion of 
what may be termed the cloister of the law, I have chosen for my 
theme the consideration of results already reached; while they, 
fresh from the heat and dust of the arena, will speak to you of 
“Changes in Legislation” and ‘The Re-adjustment of the Law.” 
And this is natural and right. In the language of Von Ihering in 
his brilliant essay, ‘“‘The Struggle for Law,” ‘All the law in the 
world has been obtained by strife. Every principle of law which 
exists had first to be ee y force from those who denied it; and 
every legal right—the legal rights of nations as well as those of in- 
dividuals—supposes a continual readiness to assert it and to defend 
it. The law is not mere theory, but living force.” It might well 
be expected, therefore, that the ‘‘ mighty men of valor,” who have 
“gone down to the battle” in this ceaseless conflict for legal right 
should report to their comrades what re-adjustment of the lines an 
what new weapons are needed; while to one whose humbler duty it 
has been to ‘‘tarry by the stuff,” it may be permitted to furnish, as 
it were, an inventory of some of the weapons already in the legal 
armory, to show when they are available and when their use is for- 
bidden by the rules of war, and thus perhaps to render some slight 
assistance to the fighting men when next - shall be called on to 
encounter the enemy. 

It will not be supposed by an audience already familiar with 
the subject, that I propose, within the limits proper for this paper, 
to consider, in all its respects, a branch of the law so extensive as 
that which is covered by the title, ‘‘ Extrinsic Evidence in Respect 
to Written Instruments.” My purpose is to confine the discussion 
to the use which may properly be made of extrinsic evidence in the 
interpretation of a valid written instrument, of a contractual or dis- 
= character, assuming such instrument to exist, and to be 

fore the court for construction only. I shall thus avoid ary in- 
uiry as to the use of extrinsic evidence to show the invalidity of 
the instrument on the ground of want of delivery, the non-perform- 
ance of a condition precedent, fraud, illegality, and the like.* Nor 
shall I stop to consider the rule of substantive law which forbids 
the use of parol evidence to “contradict or vary the terms of a valid 
written instrument.” 1 Greenlf. Evid., § 275, et seq. On the con- 
trary, I shall assume that the evidence is offered in aid of the con- 
struction of the instrument, and not avowedly to destroy it or to 
substitute a different instrument in its stead. And while the doc- 
trines to be considered are equally applicable to all legal or solemn 
instrumente,t it will conduce to brevity and clearness to take a will 
as the best type of such instruments, since it is upon wills that 
questions of interpretation most frequently arise, and the cases on 
wills furnish the best illustrations of the subject. Let us, then, in 
obedience to the injunction of old Bracton—‘‘and it is commonly said 
that you must first catch your buck and afterwards skin him” t— 
assume the existence of a valid written will, and proceed to inquire 
what use can properly be made of extrinsic evidence in aid of its 
interpretation. 

In order to answer this question it becomes necessary to deter- 
mine the true object of legal interpretation, for the means to be em- 

loyed must be adapted to the end in view. What is it that the 
Judicial expositor seeks to ascertain—is it the meaning of the words 
or the meaning of the writer? The question is frequently put in 
this way, as if the disjunction were complete, and the answer must 
be either the one or the other. We answer, neither. Not the mean- 
ing of the word alone, nor the meaning of the writer alone, but the 
meaning of the words as used by the writer. It is not the meaning 
of the words in the abstract, for the meaning of words varies with 
the circumstances under which they are used; and not the meaning 
of the writer apart from his words, for the question is one of inter- 
pretation, and what the writer meant to have said, but did not, is 
foreign to the inquiry; and voluit sed non dizxit is the law’s epitaph 
on @ will which thus fails of its purpose. We must seek the mean- 
ing of the writer, but we must find it in his words; and we must 
seek the meaning of the words, but it must be the meaning of his 
words—of the words as he has used them—the meaning which they 
have ‘‘in the mouth of this party,” to use the language of C. B Eyre. 
Gibson v. Minet, 1H. B1.,615. For, as has been well said by Wigram 


* For full discussion of these topics, see Browne on Parol Evidence—a valuable 
treatise recently published. 


t Thus in Thayer's ‘‘ Cases on Evidence,” p. 928, note 1, it is said: ‘In con- 
sidering Wigram's Propositions, it is nut to be suy-posed that the rules relating to 
ills are essentially different from those concerning other solemn instruments.” 
So in Stephen’s ‘ Digest of the Law of Evidence,” the author considers in Art. 91, 
** What Evidence may be given for the Interpretation of Documents”; and in Note 
XXXIII. of the Appendix he says: ‘ Article 91, indeed, will be found to differ 
from the six (seven!) propositions of Vice-Chancellor Wigram only in its arrange- 
ment and form of expression, and in the fact that it is not restricted to wills.” See 
also Blackburn’s ‘‘ Contract of Sale,” p. 50, note; Grant v. Grant, L. R.5C. P., pp. 
728-9; 2 Taylor, Evidence, s. 1226. 
t See Bracton’s ‘‘ Laws and Customs of England,” Book 4, chapter 31. 191 b., 
where the Latin is, ‘‘ Et vulgariter dicitur, quod primo opportet cervum capere, et 
postea cum captus fuerit illum excoriare.” 











(Ext. Evid., Pl. 105), ‘‘Courts of law recognize that natural depend. 
ence which exists between language and the circumstances with 
reference to which it is used, mo which makes a knowledge of such 
circumstances — to a right interpretation of the lan ” 
And in another place (Pl. 59) he contrasts the evidence applicable 
to the eo yew of determining the meaning of the words in the ab- 
— Sg that resorted to in order to determine their meaning in 
the will.* 

We have defined judicial interpretation as having for its ulti- 
mate object the meaning of the words as used by the writer—this 
being the equivalent of the legal intention, i. ¢., the intention which 
the law recognizes as operative and dispositive. But it must not be 
supposed that the actual use of words by a testator can always be 
taken cognizance of by a court of construction, and given effect as 
determining his will. For there are rules of law, and legal rules of 
construction, which fix the use of certain words or forms of expres- 
sion; and the testator is held to have used them in the technical 
legal sense, though the judicial expositor may be persuaded to the 
contrary. I need not remind this audience of the rule in Shelly’s 
case—now happily defunct in this commonwealth—nor of the mean- 
ing formerly attached to the words, “if he die without issue.” And 
a notable example was formerly found in a devise ‘‘to A,” without 
words of limitation, which per se (i. e., without aid from the context) 
conferred on A a life estate only, though judges have “ppd con- 
feased that nine times out of ten this was contrary to the testator’s 
intention. Kennon v. McRoberts, 1 Wash. (Va.), 96. 

And it should also be remarked that though the aim of interpret- 
ation is to discover the meaning of the words as used by the testator, 
it is not always possible to do so, either for want of evidence, or be- 
cause the law excludes the evidence which is offered, and the will 
fails for uncertainty. Let us, then, expand our definition of the in- 
terpretation of a legal document and say that it consists in ascer- 
taining, by such evidence as the law permits, the meaning of the 
words as used by the writer, provided a different meaning be not 
required by rules of law or legal rales of construction.t 

Having now ascertained the object of judicial interpretation, 
the next inquiry is, How is that object to be effected? How can we 
discover the meaning of the words as used by the writer? This is 
equivalent to the intended use of the words; and how is this inten- 
tion to be manifested? At the outset there is a presumption that a 
writer uses ordinary words in their ordinary meaning, and con- 
structs his sentences according to the rules of grammar, of which 





* In a valuable paper on ‘‘ The Principles of Legal Interpretation,” read before 
the Juridical Society of England. by F. Vaughan Hawkins, Esq., afterwards author 
of the well-known treatise on the construction of wills, it is contended (Jurid. Soc. 
Papers, Vol. II., p. 298, et seq.), that the office of the interpreter is to discover the 
intention of the writer—the meaning of the writer and not the meaning of the words. 
But as Mr. Hawkins is careful to state that by intention throughout his paper he 
means ‘not a mere inchoate act of the mind, not that which a person intended to 
do, but took no step towards doing, but something which as a mental act was com- 
plete, and which the writer endeavored to — by the words he made use of, 
although these words in fact ex press his meaning more or less imperfectly"; and as 
he further admits that the intention is unavail ne unless sufficiently expressed in 
the oe it would seem tbat this differs but little from ascertaining the meaning 
of the words as used by the writer. On the other hand, it is frequently svid thatin 
expounding a will the question is, not what was the intention of the testator, but 
what is the py FE e words he has used. See Rickman v. Carstairs, 5 B. & 

” ; Doe v. illim, 5 1d, 129; Gray v. Pearson, 6 H. L. U., 106. And in 
several Virginia cases it is said that ‘‘ the inquiry is not what the testator meant to 
express, but what the words be has used do express." See Wooton v. Redd's Ez’or, 
12 Gratt., 196, 207; Burke v. Lee, 76 Va., 386,.388 ; Senger v. Senger, 81 Va., 687, 696. 
But it is not believed that by the above expressions the learned judges meant to deny 
the proposition that the object of interpretation is to ascertain the meaning of the 
words as used by the writer. Thus in Gray v. Pearson, 6 H. L. C., 106, it is said by 
Lord Wensleydale, ‘‘ The will muet be in writing; and the ouly question is, what 
is the meaning of the words used in that writing"; but he immediately adds that 
in order to ascertain the meaning of the words, ‘‘ every part of it (i. ¢., the will) 
must be considered, with the help of those surrounding circumstances which are 
admissible in evidence to explain the words, and put the courts as nearly as possible 
in the situation of the wiiter of the instrument "—which shows that by the expres- 
sion “ meaning of the words used in the writing" he intends not 1 he meaning of the 
words in the abstract, but their meaving as used by the writer up: n the particular 
occasion. And see article by Francis a Nichols, Esq., on ** The Rules which 
ought to gov: rn the admission of Extrinsic Evideuce in the interpretation of Wills” 
( 2 Jund. Soc. Papers, 351), where it is suggest: d that the opposing views as to the 
object of interpretaticn can be reconciled if the problem of interpretation be put in 
either of the two following forms: ‘ What is the intended meaning of the words, 
or in what sense did the writer intend his words to be understood!” It will be seen 
that this is in effect the same thing as the meaving of the words as used by the 
writer. And see Hawkins of Wills, p. 1; Leake’s Dig. Contracts, 217. 


t In connection with this definition of the object of in retaticn it is proper, 
by way of caution. to recall the emphatic language of Eyre, C. B., in Gibson v. Minet, 
1 H. BI., 615: *‘All latitude of construction must submit to this restriction—namely, 
that the words may bear the sense which by construction is put upon them.” And 
in the language of Sugden ( Attorney-General v. Drummond, 1 D. & W., 367): 
‘* When the court has possession of all the facts which it is entitled to know, they 
will only enable the court to put a construction on the instrument consistent with 
the words; and the judge is net at liberty, because he has acquired a knowledge of 
thore facts, to put a construction on the words which they do not properly bear.” 
For casts in which this rule of construction was probably violated, reference is made 
go vamnens v. Fell 2 P. Wms., 140; and Langston v. Langston, 8 Bligh, 167; 8. C., 
2CL +, 194. 

It should further be remembered that mistakes in wills cannot be corrected in 
order to change their construction. Not even a court of chancery has jurisdiction 
for that purpose. A mistake may be correc'ed by construction, if notwithstanding 
the mistake the context. properly expounded by the aid of the facts, shows clearly 
what is meant; but this is as far as the court can go. Goode v. Goode, 22 Mo., 518 
(66 Am. Dec., 630, and note) ; Sturgis v. Work, 122 Ind., 134, (17 Am. St. Rep., 349.) 
And yet there are cases where the testator, under a mistake as to the state of his 
property, has made one bequest, and the court has taken the liberty to conjecture 
what be would have intended if he bad known the true state of the facts, and has 
decreed accordingly. See for examples, the — cases of Selwood v. Mildway, 
3 Vesey, 306, and Lindgren v. Lindgren, 9 Beav., 358, and a case recently decided by 
the Supreme Court of Pennsylvania, Washington and Lee University’s Appeal, 111 
Pa. St. Rep., 572—all of which are believed to be wroug upon principle. 
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the court takes judicial notice, and hence the lexicographical and 

matical sense of the words is also, prima facie, their meaning 
as used by the writer. And unless this presumption is rebutted by 
the context, or there is a difficulty in applying the words to the 
facts of the case, unless they are insensible when brought into con- 
tact with the facts, the maxim of Vattel applies: ‘‘It is not permit- 
ted to interpret what has no need of interpretation,” and the writer 
is taken to mean what he says. And this presumption that words 
are used in their strict and primary sense will not be affected by the 
mere fact that when so interpreted the will may seem capricious and 
unreasonable, and even cruel and unjust. For the court must inter- 

ret the will of the testator, not make his will for him; and he ma 

fave had secret motives of which the court is ignorant. At all 
events, to the suggestion that his will is unreasonable, he has the 
jegal right to reply, as does the Roman matron in the satire of 
Juvenul, “‘Hoe colo, sic jubeo, sit pro ratione voluntas.” * 


It is also a principle of interpretation that a precisely named 
legatee must take, at least if the testator knew of his existence, 
though some other person, partia ly described by the words, may 
seem to be the one whom the testator ought to have intended. See 
Am. Bible Society v. Pratt, 9 Allen (Mass.), 109; Tucker v. Seaman’s 
Aid Society, 7 Met., 188. Thus in Mostyn v. Mostyn, 5 H. of L. Cas., 
155, it was suggested that the name “John” in tbe will was a mis- 
take, and that the testatrix meant Thomas. But the lord chancellor 
said: “I think it impossible for a court of justice to act on that 
suggestion. We cannot ask the testatrix in her grave what she 
meant. If we could she might say, ‘I said John, and I meant John.’ 
There is nothing in the will inconsistent with that. And, therefore, 
what we are now asked to do might be in direct violation of the 
will of the testatrix.”t 


But a will may contain words not in ordinary use, and yet they 
may be familiarly employed in some locality, or in some trade or pro- 
fession, or in a sense peculiar to a religious sect, or the like. Insuch 
cases the provincial or technical or sectarian meaning will be adopted 
by the interpreter as the meaning of the words as used by the writer. 
Indeed, a will may be written in whole or in part in cipher or in 
short-hand, and then the signs on the instrument, as used by the 
writer, must be tratislated into words, and the will interpreted ac- 
cordingly. It is in order to include this case, no doubt, that Sir 
Fitzjames Stephen defines the construction of a document to be “as- 
certaining the meaning of the signs or words made upon it and their 
relation to facts.” An example under this head is found in the case 
of Kell v. Charmer, 23 Beav., 195, where the wiil read: ‘I give and 
bequeath to my son William the sum of i. x. x. To my son Robert 
Charles the sum of o. x. x.” And evidence was admitted to show 
that the testator was a jeweler, and in the course of his business 
used certain private marks or symbols to denote prices or sums of 
money, and that by such system the letters i. x. x. and o. x. x. de- 
noted £100 and £200 respectively; and this meaning of the letters as 
used by the testator in his business was adopted as their meaning as 
used in his will, and the legacies were decreed accordingly. 


But though the words are in ordinary use, and have a strict and 
primary meaning, it may nevertheless be manifest from the context 
of the will that, as used by the testator, their meaning is not their 
primary sense, bat some less proper or secondary sense, and they 
will be so interpreted; and this, notwithstanding their primary 
sense, may be fixed by a legal rule of construction, as distinguished 
from a rule of law. In this case the court in the language of Lord 
Cairns in Hill v. Crook (L. R. 6 H. of L. case, 265, 585). uses the 
context ‘-as the dictionary from which to find the meaning of the 
terms he has used,” and they are interpreted according to that 
nomenclature, and not in their ordinary sense.{ 





*Testators have a right to be eccentric, capricious, arbitrary, and, so far as 
the term may be used, unjust; nor does it seldom, I believe, happen that they have 
reasons known to themseives, though not to those who expound their wills, for dis- 
positions seemingly strange and unreasonable. Testators are not bound to have 
= or any reasons for what they do, or when ‘ay have reasons to state them.” 

er ry Bruce, L. J., in Hart v. Tulk, 2 De. G., Mc. N. & G., 313. See, alse, 
Bird v. kie, 8 Hare, 306. 

t For an example under the rule that a precisely named legatee must take, how 
ever improbable it may be that he was really intended by the testator, unless such 
intent be irrational, see In re Peel, 2 L. R. P. & D. 46, of which case Mr. Taylor 
says (2 Taylor on Evidence, s. 1202, n. 6) that it ‘‘may be considered by some unpro- 
fessional men as a reduction of this rule to an absurd! ry." As indica:ing that the 
courts will evade the rule whenever it is possible to do so, see in re Wolverton 
Mortgaged Estates, 7 Ch, D., 197. And see also Powell v. Biddle, 2 Dallas, 70 (1 Am. 
Dec. 263), a case which seems to by corre tly decided, notwithstanding the sharp 
criticism on it by Shaw, C. J., in Tucker v. Seaman's Aid Society, supra. 


t An example of this use of the context of a will is farnished by a very recent 
English case, In Goods of Ashton, 1892, P. 83, where itis said by Jeune, J.: ‘In 
this wi.l the testator, to use the language of Lord Cairns in Hill v. Crook, ‘has made 
usadictionary.’ If be had done it in terms, there would have been nothing more 
to be said ; but he seems to me to have done it practically, because he has used the 
word —— where it clearly meant an illegitimate grand-nephew, and he has also 
descri as bis ‘niece’ a person who was his illegitimate niece. He has made bis 
diction for us in an unambiguous way, and if we are entitled to use that diction- 
ary it makes the case clear.’ And he decided that he was entitled to use it, and 
decreed accordingly. The meaning of the words as used by the testator, in a par- 
ticular text of his will, can also be ascertained from the testator’s testamentary plan 
and pur as apparent on the face of the will. Thus in Byng v. Byng, 10 H. L. 
Cas., 170, it was held that the rule in Wild's Case (which is a rule of construction 
and not a rule of law, see Clifford v. Koe, 5 App. Cas., 447), would yield to an intent 
manifested by the whole context of the will, so that in a devise “to A and her 
children,” though there were children of A living at the ‘time of the will,” the 
word ‘‘children ’ was construed as a word of limitation, thereby creating an estate 
tail. For the [en doctrine in V ja as to the effect of a gift ‘‘to A and her 
+ see Mosby v. Paul's Adm’r, 88 Va., 533, where the previous Virginia cases 





But apart from the context of the will there is another way in 
which the presumption that the words were used in their ordinary 
sense may be repelled. For, to use the language of the supreme 
court of Massachusetts (Doherty v. Hill, 144 Mass., 468), “‘in ev 
case the words must be translated into things and facts by paro 
evidence”—that is to say, the court must inquire as to the applica- 
tion of the words to the facts, to see if the words can be made oper- 
ative. This process is thus described by Judge Moncure (Roy v. 
Roweie, 25 Gratt., 599): ‘The court of construction, with the testa- 
tor’s will in hand, looks for the object of his bounty and the thing 
intended to be given, and expects them to answer precisely the 
terms of description given of them in the will. Generally they do, 
and there is no difficulty. Often they do not, and sometimes there 
are two or more objects or subjects which answer precisely, or 
equally, the description contained in the will,” 


Here, then, we find a predicament of facts which calls for the 
use of extrinsic evidence in aid of the interpretation of the writing. 
Bat extrinsic evidence of what? How shall the meaning of the 
words as used by the testator be discovered when dictionary and 
— fail us, and the context affords no assistance? There are 

ut two possible sources of information, viz.: the facts and circum- 
stances of the case, and the intention of the testator as declared by 
him before, at, or after the making of his will. For though the 
difficulty was caused by the facts, yet it is possible that it will dis- 
mee on further inquiry into the tacts, thus justifying the wisdom 
of the nursury paradox: 
“ There was a man in our town, 
And he was wondrous wise ; 
(This describes the judicial expositor, of course.) 
‘He jumped into a bramble bush, 
And scratched out both his eyes. 
(This is the unhappy situation of the aforesaid expositor after 
his first encounter with-the facts; yet, mark you:) 
‘But when he found his eyes were out, 
With all his might and main 
He jumped into another bush, 
(More facts, obviously.) 
“* And scratched them in again.” 

Bat this is not always the happy issue out of all his troubles of 
the judge who journeys, will in hand, among the facts surrounding 
the testator. It sometimes happens that from those facts there is 
‘no light, but rather darkness visible,” and the interpreter must 
turn elsewhere for help, or—that tragedy of judicial interpretation 
—the will must fail for uncertainty. But whither can he turn? 
The text, context and facts have been appealed to in vain. There 
is but one recourse; the testator must be allowed himself to declare 
his meaning; his extrinsic declarations of intention must be received 
in evidence, and actual intention, as thus manifested, must be in- 
— to throw light on the meaning of the words as used in the 
will. 

We have now seen all the extrinsic evidence that can be offered 
in aid of the interpretation of a will, and we find that it is divisible 
into two great classes. Of these the first consists of material facts, 
and these may concern the testator, his property, his family, the 
claimant or claimants under the will, their relations to the testator, 
etc. The second class, on the other hand, is confined to direct evi- 
dence of the testator's actual intention, such as his declarations of 
intention, his informal memoranda for his will, his instructions for 
its preparation, and his statements to the scrivener or others as to 
the meaning of its language. And this division of extrinsic evidence 
not only exists in the nature of the case, but it is of the utmost 
practical importance in the interpretation of wills, as the rules for 
the admissibility of the two kinds of evidence are not the same. 
Let us call the first kind the facts and circumstances, and use the ex- 
pression declarations of intention to describe all extrinsic statements 
by a testator as to his actual testamentary intentions—i. ¢., as to 
what he has done, or designs to do, by his will, or as to tne meaning 
of its words as used by him. And with this understanding of the 
terms, let us now inquire what use can be made, in the interpreta- 
tion of a will, of the facts and circumstances, and what of the testa- 
tor’s declarations of intention. 


As to the facts and circumstances, the law is that they are al- 
ways admissible in evidence in a case of disputed interpretation ; 
and this is clearly right.* For the object of interpretation is to as- 
certain the meaning of the words as used by the testator; what the 
words represented in his mind; what he understood to be signified 
by them; and for this purpose it is indispensible that the expositor 
should know the situation of the testator; the state of his famil 
and property; his relations to persons and thin ; his opinions an 
beliefs; his hopes and fears; his habits of thought and language; in 
a word, that the interpreter should identify himself with tae testa- 
tor as to knowledge, feeling, and speech, and thus, scanning the 
words of the will from the testator’s point of view, decide as to 
their meaning as used by him. In the language of Chief Justice 
Marshall (Smith v. Bell, 6 Peters, 74): ‘In the construction of 
ambiguous expressions the situation of the parties may very properly 
be taken into view. The ties which connect the testator with his 
legatees; the affection subsisting between them; the motives which 
may reasonably be supposed to operate with him and to influence 








* See Wigram, Ext. Evid., Prop. V.; 2 Wharton Evid., § 998; 2 Taylor, Evid., 
Hy 1 Rediield, Wills, p. 621; 1 Jarman, Wills, p. 422; Sipood v. Blake, L. R. 
- - 160, 
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him in the distribution of his property, are all entitled to consider- 
ation in expounding doubtful words, and in ascertaining the mean- 
ing in which the testator used them.” And this language is quoted 
and approved in Colion v. Colton, 127 U. S., 300. And in Hatcher v. 
Hatcher, 80 Va., 169, it is said: ‘In order to better comprehend the 
scheme which the testator had in his mind for the disposition of his 
estate, the judicial expositor is permitted to place himself, figur- 
atively speaking, in the very shoes of the person whose will he is 
called on to construe, and with the aid of such extrinsic evidence as 
is admissible for the — to possess himself of the condition of 
the testator and his family, and of such surrounding facts and cir- 
cumstances as may be reasonably supposed to have influenced him 
in = “enema of his property.” See also Miller v. Potterfield, 86 
a., 876. 

It has been seen that evidence of the surrounding facts and cir- 
cumstances is always admissible in aid of the interpretation of the 
will—i. e., as explanatory of the meaning of the words as used by 
the testator. It may be of interest now to inquire how facts can 
explain words, and how interpretation can be influenced by the sit- 
uation of the testator and the circumstances under which the will 
was written. 

In the first place, it frequently happens that when the words 
are capable of two meanings, the facts negative the possibility of 
one meaning, and thus leave the other as necessarily the meaning 
of the words as used by the testator. Thus, to take a case put by 
Lord Coke (The Lord Cheyney’s case, 5 Co., 68): Ifa man devise 
his land ‘‘to my son John,” and it turns out that at the date of the 
will he had two sons named John, there arises a difficulty as to the 
son intended by the testator. If now it be shown that the elder son 
had been long absent and unheard of, and was believed by the tes 
tator to be dead, these facts negative the supposition that the word 
“John” meant for him his elder son, and so the name, as used by 
him, in the light of the facts, signifies the younger son, and thus 
the facts have become explanatory of the word. + 

Again, when the words describe equally two different things, 
the situation of the property may show clearly what is meant. Thus, 
to take a case put by Wigram:* ‘‘Suppose a testator, resident in 
India, to bequeath to A B, who is also in India, some specific chattel 
—e. g., a gold watch—and that the testator had with him a specific 
chattel of the kind described, and that he was also owner of another 
of the same description which he had left in England twenty years 
before.” Any one would say that under these circumstances ‘* my 
gold watch” meant to the testator the gold watch in India; that 
this was the meaning of the words as used by him. The reason 
given by Wigram is that nv testator, if he intended to bequeath the 
watch left in pi see could possibly have thought the description 
he had used sufficient, whereas it would be otherwise with the 
watch in India. In other words, when we understand the facts in 
the case, and place ourselves in the situation of the testator, we see 
that what was in the abstract an insufficient description becomes 
sufficient from his point of view, and the interpreter is judicially 

ed of the meaning of the words as used by him. And while 
the effect is to construe “my gold watch” as equivalent to ‘‘my gold 
watch in India,” the words “in India” are not added to the will 
in order to its interpretation, but by the interpretation of the will, 
in the light of the facts, it is found that the words “my gold watch,” 
as used in the will, mean my gold watch in India, and they are 
therefore construed accordingly. 

In the third place, facts may be directly; explanatory of the 
meaning of the words as used by the testator when it is shown that 
he has been in the habit of calling certain persons by pet-names or 
nick-names, or of using any words with a meaning peculiar to him- 
self.: Thus in Lee v. Pain, 4 Hare, 251, the testatrix, who was an 
old lady, had been a great friend of Rev. Mr. Bowden, and of his 
daughter, Miss Bowden; and on the marriage of the latter to Rev. 
Mr. Washbourne she seems not to have taken kindly to the new 
name, but called her Mrs. Bowden, instead of Mrs. Washbourne; 
and when there was a daughter born to Mrs. Washbourne, she called 
the daughter, with a perverse consistency, Miss Bowden. And 
when her will was read—to show how completely she had been 
living in a past generation of names—it was found to contain lega- 
cies ‘“‘to Mrs. and Miss Bowden, of Hammersmith, widow and 
daughter of the late Rev. Mr. Bowden.” And yet in the light of 
the facts, there being no persons to answer either the names or the 
description in the will taken literally, there could be no doubt that, 
in spite of the curious misuse of words, the words as used meant for 
the testatrix, ‘“Mrs. and Miss Washbourne,” and it was held that 
they were entitled to the legacies. 

There is still another way in which facts may be explanatory of 
words in a case of disputed interpretation. In the three cases al- 
ready considered there was no question as to the testator’s motives. 
But suppose the facts offered in evidence show that the situation of 
the testator towards one of the two claimants was such that he was 
prompted by the strongest motives of affection, or gratitude, or 
natural duty (or, perhaps, all three combined) to make a provision 
by will for him, whereas none of these reasons existed in favor of 
the other, but the exact reverse. Now, if the words in the will 
should equally describe both claimants, or should be in part applica- 
ble to one and in part to the other, these facts showing motive, 
when brought into contact with the words in the will, tend, as the 
subjective antecedents of intention, to render it probable that, as 
used by the testator, the words describe one claimant rather than 


* Extrinsic Evidence in Aid of the Interpretation of Wills, Pl. 78 and 77. 
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the other, and so become explanatory of the words. And thus 
probability becomes the guide of interpretation, as it has been saiq 
to be the guide of life. fna if it be objected that we have here 
made use of actual intention in order to ascertain the meaning of 
the words, the answer is that actual intention, so far as it may be 
involved in the facts, and provided it is not made the subject of dj. 
rect proof, as itself a substantive, independent fact, is always ad. 
missible in evidence, in connection with the words in the will, and 
becomes explanatory of the words, and of evidential value, because 
it is relevant to the real issue—the meaning of the words as used by 
the testator. 

We are now ready to take up the secon‘ class of extrinsic evi. 
dence, viz.: The testator's declarations of intention as contrasted 
with the facts and circumstances of the case. And here, in the 
language of Lord Coke, we must ‘‘note a diversity” in this respect, 
that while the material facts are always admissible, there is but 
one situation in which the judicial expositor has the right to invoke 
the aid of declarations of intention, and that is where the words in 
the will describe well, but equally well, two or more persons, or two 
or more things, and such declarations are offered to show which per. 
son or which thing was meant. by the testator—i. e., by the words 
in the will as used by him. This is the case of ‘‘equivocation,” as 
it is called by Lord Bacon, and it is exemplified by a devise to 
“John Cluer, of Calcot,” when there are two persons who answer 
that description; or a devise of ‘‘the close in Kirton, now in the oc- 
cupation of John Watson,” when the testator owns two closes in 
Kirton, both, at the date of the will, in the occupation of John 
Watson. Jones v. Newman, 1 W. Bl., 60; Richardson v. Watson, 4 B. 
& A., 799.* 

Before proceeding to inquire more minutely when the case does 
or does not amount to “equivocation,” let us pause to consider the 
nature of this “evidence of intention,” as it is sometimes called, and 
the reasons for i s exclusion in all cases save one. 

It will be remembered that the ultimate object of judicial inter- 
pretation is to ascertain the meaning of the words as used by the 
writer, or, as it is sometimes put, the intention of the writer as ex- 
pressed in the words. Now, as the will must be in writing, no other 
intention than that contained in the will itself can be recognized by 
the court as operative and dispositive; and it might be thought that 
the testator’s actual intention, established by the testimony of wit- 
nesses as to his extrinsic declarations, an intention outside of the 
will, and which might never extend to the point of executive voli- 
tion, and which might exist though no will was in fact ever made, 
must, in the nature of the case, be irrelevant and inadmissible in 
evidence. But the truth is, that such intention, when a will has 
been made and a difficulty arises in its interpretation, is admissible 
in evidence on the same ground on which it is allowed to prove the 
surrounding facts and circumstances, viz.: as being evidential in its 
nature and tending to show the meaning of the words as used by 
the testator. For, in tbe language of Lord Abinger (in Hiscocks v. 
Hiscocks, 5 M. & W., 363): “Phe intention shows what he meant 
to do; and when you know that, you immediately perceive that he 
has done it by the general words he has used, which in their ordi- 
nary sense may properly bear that construction.” Thus an infer- 
ence is drawn from the actual intention, used evidentially, to the 
operative intention, expreesed in the words of the will; and though 
they are found to coincide, yet tbe testator’s disposition of his 
property is effectuated by the words of the will and not by the out- 
side (or actual) intention, of which the law takes cognizance as a 
means to an end, by reason of its probative force, and not as itself 
the end in view.t 





* For more recént cases of equivocation, see Bodman v. American Tract Society, 
9 Allen (Mass.,) 447, where the bequest was to * The American Tract Society,” 
and there were two societies bearing that co name; and Gilmer v. Stone, 120 
U. S., 586, where a bequest was of ‘the remainder of my estate to be equally divided 
between the board of —- and the board of home missions,” it appearing that 
various churches have of home and foreign missions. The ambiguity in this 
case, hewever, was removed by aid of the facts and circumstances without resort to 
declarations of intention. And see Phelan v. Slattery, 19 L. R., Irish, 177, concern- 
ing which the following statement is taken from Thayer's Cases on Evidence, p. 
1045, note: ‘*‘A devise to my nephew, where there were several nephews, was 
allowed to carry the property to one of them, Thomas Dee (1) on evidence of merely 
explanatory facts, which the Vice-Chancellor declared to be sutlicient by itself; and 
(2) on the testator’s direct statements of intention, furnished by the solicitor who 
drew the will. ‘This evidence,’ it was held, ‘is admissible here, as the case is one 
where the extrinsic evidence has shown that the description in the will is alike ap- 
plicable, with legal certainty, to not only Thomas Dee, but to one or more other 
nephews.’"’ See also Bennett v. Marshall, 2 K. & J., 740; Lee v. Pain, 4 Hare, 249; 
re The Clergy Society, 2K. & J., 615; Doe v. Allen, 12 Ad. & E., 451. 


t The ground on which declarations of intention are receivable in evidence in 
the case of ‘‘equivocation” has been variously stated. In Wigram on Wills, P). 
152, itis said: ‘ As to those cases in which the description in the will is applicable 
indifferently to, and sufficiently describes, more than one subject, the principle upon 
which they proceed may, perhaps, be explained; for in such cases, although the 
words do not ascertain the subject intended, they do describe it. The person held 
entitled in these cases has answeied the description contained in the will. The effect 
has only been to confine the language to one of its natural meanings. The court 
has merely rejected; and the intention which it has ascribed to the testator, sofli- 
ciently expressed, remains in the will. . . Or perhaps the more simple ex- 
planation is that the evidence | determines what subject was known to the 
testator by the name or other description he has used.” In Paton v. Ormerod, Pro- 
bate Division, 1892 (Thayer's Cas. Evid., 1062), itis said: “If two or more objects 
equally fi the description found in the will, in such case, and as Lord Abinger 
says in Doe v. Hiscocks, 5 M. & W., 368, in such case only, recourse may be had to 
the declarations of the testator, because the problem is otherwise insoluble, and 
because such recourse, under such conditions, constitutes no attempt to vary by 
yw evidence the terms of the will.” And in Bodman v. American Tract Society, 

Allen (Mass.,) 447, Bigelow, C. J., thus speaks of declarations in a case of equivoca- 

: Such evidence does not vary the written language. It only enables the 


court to reject one of the two subjects to which the description applies,.and te. 








\\ 


atio 


lim! 
evit 
fine 
the 
thit 
wit 


a2 @ 


ee a ee se 


1... 
























































i 
——< 


thus 
1 said 
» here 
ing of 
ay be 
of di- 
VS ad. 
l, and 
canse 
ed by 


Cc evi- 
‘asted 
in the 
spect, 
is but 
1voke 
rds in 
ir two 
h per- 
vords 
_” as 
ise to 
1s Wer 
ie oc- 
es in 
John 
»4B. 


» does 
r the 
|, and 


inter- 
y the 
AS @X- 
other 
ed by 
t that 
f wit- 
f the 
voli- 
nade, 
le in 
I] has 
‘sible 
e the 
in its 
ad by 
cks v. 
1eant 
at he 
ordi- 
in fer- 
o the 
ough 
f his 
> Out- 
as a 
itself 





ociety, 
siety,” 
ne, 120 
ivided 
that 
in this 
sort to 
nceern- 


f; and 
r who 
is one 
ke ap- 
other 
p, 249; 





THE AMERICAN 


LAWYER. 159 





——— = 








But, it may be asked, if this is the true theory on which declar- 
ations of intention are received in evidence—if they are really evi- 
dential—why are they not admitted in all cases, instead of a 
limited to the single case of equivocation? The answer is that suc 
evidence is regarded as peculiarly dangerous, and is therefore con- 
fined, for reasons of policy, to that one case in which the words of 
the will decribe well, but equally well, two or more persons or 
things, and in which the jane yn might well exclaim 
with Captain Macheath in the “Beggar’s Opera” : 

** How happy could I be with either, 

Were t’other dear charmer away.” 

The will ‘‘sees double,” and the effect of the evidence is to cor- 
rect this defect of vision by rejecting one of the two objects to 
which the description applies, whereby the other becomes at once 
ascertained, as described by the words as used by the testator. 

Declarations of intention are receivable, therefore, in one case 
only, and that is when each of a plurality of subjects or — 
follows and fills out the description in the will, and when declara- 
tions in favor of either will accord with the words in the will. In 
all other cases they are rejected, as the law will not permit verbal 
declarations to influence the construction of the will, much less to 
compete with the written declarations contained therein. As has 
been well said: ‘‘ Evidence so nearly allied in character to that fur- 
nished by the will itself presents an aspect of rivalry to the will 
which raises u presumption against its reception. * * ~ Again, 
evidence of this kind presents peculiar facilities to fraud. It may 
easily be imagined or invented, and, when fraudulently produced, is 
difficult of detection. If a witness swears that a deceased testator, 
in a private interview, explained to him the sense in which he 
wished some clause of his will to be understood, such evidence, 
however false, cannot possibly be disproved.”* But with regard to 
the extrinsic proof of facts, it is added: ‘It is obvious that there is 
not the same danger of fraud in the employment of evidence of this 
nature as in the case of direct proof of intention. The facts upon 
which arguments are founded, bearing indirectly on the question of 
interpretation, are generally either matters of noteriety or such as 
may be proved without any extraordinary difficulty. The proof of 
the testator’s condition in life, of the nature and extent of his prop- 
erty, of the circumstances of his family, of the relation in which he 
stood to any person named in his will, is not accompanied with any 
particular uncertainty or extraordinary temptation to fraud and 
perjury. Again, facts of this kind do not assume any aspect of ri- 
valry with the declarations of the will. They are altogether differ- 
ent in character, and the knowledge of them merely tends to place 
the interpreter, according to the expression so frequently used, in 
the position of the testator, and to enable him to scan the language 
from the same point of view.” (2 Jurid. Soc. Papers, p. 359, Article 
by F. M. Nichols, Esq.)t 








ascertain which of them the testator understood to be signified by the words used 
in the will. It is necessarily assumed in all cases where such latent ——— 
the interpretation of a will by the existence of two persons or objects whic 
answer the description given by the testator, that he was ignorant of the fact, or 
did not remember that the two were known and called by the same name. This 
assumption rests on the ground that it is reasonable to suppose that if the testator 
had known of the existence of two objects bearing the same name he would have 
made the description more definite, 80 as to remove the ambiguity. The law permits 
oral evidence to be introduced in such cases for the of showing which subject 
was known to the testator, or which he had in mind when he inserted the name in 
his will.” Mr. Wharton (on Evid., s. 992,) disposes of the difficulty as follows: 
“When it is doubtful as to which of two or more extrinsic objects, a provision in 
itself unambiguous, is applicable, then evidence of a testator’s declarations of inten- 
tion is admissible; not, indeed, to interpret the will, for this is on its face unam- 
di; but to —— the extrinsic objects. When this is done the court, so it 
had applies the will by determining which of these extrinsic objects it designates.” 
Tucker v. Seaman's Aid Society, 7 Metc. (Mass.,) 188, it is said by Shaw, C. J., 
speaking of a devise of ‘‘my manor Dale” to my nephew, John Smith, “ when 
the testator has two manors of Dale, and two nephews named John Smith, perhaps 
it would be more consistent with principle, if this were a new question. to hold that 
such a bequest [ devise!) is void for uncertainty, and so let in the heir; it in 
trath im ble to see by the will which nephew took or which estate passed. But 
as the will does clearly describe a particular estate, and names a persop in being as 
the object of the testator’s bounty, it was early held as the legal construction of 
the statute that from the necessity of the case extrinsic evidence must be admitted 
to show which was intended.” But the true doctrine is believed to be that, on 
ple, declarations of intention would always be admissible as ——_— of 
the testator’s words ; and their exclusion in other cases than that of ‘‘equivocation” 
is the result merely of a rule of evidence based on — policy. See “The ‘Parol 
Evidence’ Rule” (by Prof. Thayer), 6 Harv. Law Review, 417; Thayer's Cas. on 
Evid., p. 1014-1019; Hawkins on Wills, p. 8, et seq. 


* For an elaborate statement of the objections to declarations of intention in aid 
of the interpretation of wills see 2 Wharton Evid., § 992. 


t It should be borne in mind that the “ declarations of intention” considered in 
oe ae are such only as are offered as bearing upon the interpretation of the 
words of the will; and that no reference is made to the use of declarations of inten- 
tion upon the issue of fraud in a will, undue influence, and the like. For 
4 discussion of this use of such declarations see 1 Redf. on Wills, p 543, et seq. ; 2 
Wharton on Evid. s. 1012. Nor is it within the scope of this paper to discuss the 
cases in which declarations of intention are admissible ‘to rebut an —— ,” as the 
Phrase is. See on this subject 1 Greenleaf Evid., s. 296; 2 Taylor -» 8. 1227, 
et seq.; 1 Redf. Wills, p. 642, et seg. And it should further be remembered that 
while on the question of interpretation declarations of intention are not admissible 
uivocation,” yet collateral facts may be proved by the testa- 
and these may t indirectly the interpretation. In the language 
of Wigram (Ext. Evid. Pl. 104): ‘* Declarations by the testator on a point collateral 
to the question of intention may, however, be evidence of an independent fact 

to the right interpretation of the testator’s words.” And see W: Pl. 


nivo- 

» See, also, 2 Taylor Evid., s. 1210; Hawkins Wills, p. 10. But see fy mond 

leaf Evid., s. 291,’ where it is erroneously said that “declarations tending to prove 
4 material fact collateral to the question of intention, where such facts would go in 
in of the testator’s words,” are to these cases only, 


in the will is unambiguous in its application to any one 





Another reason, no doubt, for the law’s jealousy and distrust of 
the testator’s declarations, except in the case of equivocation, is the 
fear that the court of construction, if allowed to know the testator’s 
actual intention—to see in advance the answer to the problem of in- 
terpretation—would, though professing to use the intention evident- 
ially only, be tempted to strain the meaning of the words unduly, so 
as to make them fit the actual intention—to force the answer, as it 
were, and thus to allow “conjectural interpretation to usurp the 
place of judicial exposition.” Examples of this are not wantin 
under the older decisions in England, which permitted the use o 
declarations in cases where they are not allowed. See Beawmont v. 
Fell, 2 P. Wms., 140. And in Langston v. Langston, 2 Cl. and F. 194, 
Lord Brougham, with characteristic curiosity, peeped at the answer; 
i. e., he looked at the draft of the will, though confessing he had no 
right to do so (the case not being one of equivocation), and his in- 
terpretation accorded precisely with what he found there, though 
he protested earnestly that he had laid the draft “entirely out of 
view.”* In the case of “‘equivocation,” however, whatever result is 
reached must conform to the language of the will; and while the 
declarations have, as between the claimants themselves, both equally 
described by the words, the important effect of excluding the one in 
favor of the other, yet the decree of the interpreter is that a person 
named in the will is entitled to take; and this, it is thought, can do 
no violence to its language.t 

Let us now return to the important inquiry, What is an equivo- 
cation—the one case in which the law tolerates ‘‘declarations” out- 
side of the will, and is not affrighted at the dread apparition of the 
testator’s ‘‘actual intention,” as it is called? In the language of 
Bacon, an equivocation arises ‘‘when one name and appellation doth 
denominate divers things.” By Wigram’s seventh proposition, ‘‘evi- 
dence of intention” is ciutetilie only ‘“‘when the object of the testa- 
tor’s bounty or the subject of disposition (i. e., the a or thing 
intended) is described in terms applicable indifferently to more than 
one person or thing.” According to Taylor (on Evid., s. 1206) the 
declarations of the testator are receivable in evidence in but one 
case—viz., when it appears that the description in the will is ‘‘alike 
applicable with — certainty to two or more persons or things.” 
And in Charter v. Charter, L. R. 7, H. L. 364 (decided in 1874), it is 
said by Lord Chancellor Cairns: ‘The only case in which evidence 
of this kind [i. ¢., parol evidence of statements of the testator] can 
be received is where the description of the legatee or of the thing 
bequeathed is equally applicable in all its parts to two persons or to 
two things.” And in Patch v. White, 117 U.8., 211, 217, it is said by 
Mr. Justice Bradley, speaking for the court, that the kind of ambi- 
guity which may be removed by the declarations of the testator is 
“when there ars two persons or things equally answering the de- 
scription.” And in Senger v. Senger, 81 Va., 687, 695, Judge fiichard- 








Returning to declarations of intention in aid of the fotenpestedion of the words 
of a will, it is now settled in England that they are equally issible, in a case of 
equivocation, whether they were made before, at, or after the making of the will. 
In the language of Taylor (on Evid., s. 1209): ‘‘ Where declarations of intention 
are receivable in evidence the rule most consistent with modern authorities seems 
to be that their admissibility does not depend on the time when they were made. 
Contemporaneous declarations will certainly be entitled, ceteris paribus, to greater 
weight than those made before or after the execution; but in point of law no dis- 
tinction can be drawn between them ; unless the subsequent declarations, instead of 
relating to what the declarant had done, or had intended to do, by the instrument 
written by him, were ane to refer to what he intended to do, or wished to be done 
at the time of speaking. Neither the admissibility of the declarations rest on 
the manner in which they were made, or on the occasions which called them forth- 
for whether they consist of statements gravely made to the parties chiefly interested, 
or of instructions of professional men. or of light conversations, or of angry answers 
to the impertinent inquiries of strangers, they will be alike received in evidence, 
though the credit due to them will, of course, — materially according to the time 
and circumstances.” Seealso1Jarm. Wills, 756; 1 Redf. Wills, 562, et seq.; Hawkins 
Wills, p. 13; 2 Wharton Evid., s. 938; Browne Parol Evidence, pp. 478-483; Doe v. 
Allen, 12 Ad. & E., 455: Hawkins v. Garland’s Ad'mr, 76 Va., 149. Butit was once 
held in England that the declarations must be contem with the making of 
the will ( Thomas v. Thomas, 6 T. R., 671), and the law is so laid down in Wigram, 
Ext. Evid., Pl. 187; and there are some American cases to the same effect. See 
Browne Parol Evid., ubi supra. 


* See Grant v. Grant, L. R. 5 C. P. 727, where, referring to Langston v. Langston, 
Blackburn, J., does not hesitate to say: ‘‘I have always entertained a notion that 
the sight of the draft had something to do with the decision.” 


t The rule of evidence by which declarations of intention are allowed in the case 
of “equivocation,” and excluded in all other cases, has not altogether escaped 
criticism. Thus in Carter v. Carter, L. R., 7 H. L. C., 304 (which was not a case of 
equivoeation). Lord Selborne says: ‘‘ If the direct evidence of intention which has 
been offered by the respondent, independently of the light thrown by extrinsic facts 
upon the words of the will, could properly be regarded, there would be no difficulty ; 
but I think we are compelled to hold, after Doe v. Hiscocks, 5 M. & W., 363; 
Bernasconi v. Atkinson, 10 Hare, 345, and Drake v. Drake, 8 H. L. C., 172, that the 
court below was wrong in receiving that evidence. Why the law should be so in 
cases where some error of description involving a latent yy has to be cor- 
rected, when evidence of the same kind is admitted in what Lord describes 
as cases of ‘equivocation’ (Maxims of the Law, Rule XXII,) [more usually num- 
bered X XV}, I am not sure that I clearly understand ; but it has been conclusivel. 
so settled by a series of authorities to which we are bound to adhere.” And in 
‘Stephen's Digest of the Law of Evidence,” App'x, Note XX XIII, itis said: ‘“‘The 
strictly logical course, I think, would be either to admit declarations of intention 
both in cases falling under paragraph 7 [ of Art. 91, where the document applies in 
part, but not with accuracy, to the circumstances of the case ], and in cases fallin 
under paragraph 8 [ cases of equivocation }, or to exclude such evidence in both 
classes of cases, and to hold void for uncertainty every —— or devise which was 
shown to be uncertain in its application to facts.” In Taylor on Evid., s. 1217, itis 
said: ‘It must, however, be remembered that in cases of this nature [7. e., where 
part of the description answers to one claimant and the remainder a to another. 
See s. 1215] the court—fettered by a rule which would be the 
‘e—cannot 





ordinary affairs of lif receive any declarations of testator as to what 
he intended to do in making his will. This wae the it determined in the 
leading case of Doev. Hiscocks.” And see 1 Redfield on Will, p. 613, note 29, at 


where the author speaks of the rule which rejecta ‘direct proof 
cases other than those of equivocation as “unteding the aes 





of several subjects "—i. e., to the case of equivocation. 








the evidence.” 
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son thus summarizes the language of Judge Lee in Wooton v. Redd, 
12 Gratt., 196,207: ‘‘Declarations of the testator as to his intention 
to make a particular bequest, or that he had made such bequest, is 
not competent evidence except where the terms in the will indiffer- 
ently and without ambiguity apply to each of several different things 
or persons, when evidence may be received as to which of the sub- 
jects or persons so described was intended by the testator ”* 

From these authorities (and many others) it is established that 
in order to amount to a case of equivocation the language of the 
will mus¢ satisfy these two conditions: 

The words of the will must be descriptive of concrete ob- 
jects; that is, if some persin or thing whose identification is the 
purpose of the declarations of intention. Such declarations are not 
now allowed (though it was formerly otherwise in equityt) to ex- 
plain the meaning of ambiguous expressions in a will, not even if 
*the words stand in equilibrio, and are so doubtful that they may be 
taken one way or the other.” Nor are they allowed to explain ge- 
neric terms, to show the extent of their meaning as employed by the 
testator. Such difficulties must be solved by construction, aided, it 
may be, by light from the surronnding facts and circumstances, but 
the case is not one of “‘equivocation’ in the true sense, and no decla- 
rations of intention are receivable. (See Wig. Ext. Ev., Pl. 209; 2 
Whart. Ev., s. 993.) And it is on this principle that declarations of 
intention cannot be received to show the meaning of the word ‘‘in- 
crease” in a bequest of ‘‘a negro woman, named Jenny, and her in- 
crease” (Puller v. Puller, 3 Rand., 83, explaining Reno v. Davis, 4 
Hen. & M., 283); nor to show, under a devise of ‘‘all my estate to 
be equally devided between the children of my deceased son Joseph 
and the children of my daughter Elizabeth,” that the children of 
Joseph and Elizabeth were meant to take per stirpes and not per capita. 
(Senger v. Senger, 81 Va., 687.) 


2. The description in the will must be equally applicable in all 
its parts to two or more persons or two or more things. For unless 
there be a plurality of objects or subjects, if the doubt arises as to a 
single meee or a single thing supposed to be described, though im- 
perfectly, by the words of the will, there can be no competition be- 
tween subjects or objects, and without competition there is no 
equivocation. And though there are several competing subjects or 
objects, yet if no one of them ‘‘follows ont and fills the words in the 
will,” but the description applies in part to one and in part to the 
other, this is no case of equivocation, and declarations of the testa- 
tor’s intention are inadmissible. For this is not a case of double 
vision, where the will describes well, but equally well, two or more 
persons or things, but rather a case of verbal strabismus, where the 
description in the will squints, looking partiy in one direction and 
partly in the other. The description is balanced, and while the 
equipoise may be broken and a decision made between the repugnant 
parts of the description by the aid of surrounding facts and circum- 
stances, the case is not one which admits of the law’s heroic treat- 
ment by the admiesion of declarations ofintention. This was decided 
in the great case of Hiscocks v. Hiscocks, 5 M. & W., 363, and has been 
followed in England in Drake v. Drake, 8 H. L. C., 172, and Charter 
v. Charter, L. R., 7H. L. Cas., 364, and is now regarded as a settled 
law. Thus, in Hiscocks v. Hiscocks, supra, the devise was ‘to John 
Hiscocks, eldest son of my son John Hiscocks.” But the eldest son 
of John Hiscocks was not named John, but Simon, so that while the 
name fitted one son the description fitted another; and it was held 
that no declarations of intention could be received in aid of the in- 
terpretation.;{ 





*In 1 Jarman, Wills (433), the opmion is ressed that though a case of equi- 
vocation should exist in a will, yet no evidence of oral declarations by the testator 
respecting his intention would be admissible if the surrounding circumstances dis- 
closed reasons for the testator’s preferring one person to another of the same name; 
and this on the ground that ‘there is properly no ary | until all the facts of 
the case bave been given in evidence and found insufficient for a definite decision.” 
But it is not believed, when the case is otherwise proper for the admission of declara- 
tions of intention, that they are excladed, because, without them, the doubt could 
be resolved in one way on the facts and circumstances; but that the declarations 
are entitled to be received along with the facts, and this whether they corroborate 
the inferences to be drawn from the facts or oppose such inferences. It does not 
seem reasonable that a decision should be made as between competing claimants, 
equally described by the words of the will, by the feeble light afforded by facts sug- 
gesting a preference by the testator for one ever the other, when the testator's 
express declarations are op to such an inference. The true doctrine is that 
facts and declarations should both be received, and then on the whole evidence the 
judge must decide whom the testator meant LA the words he has used. See this 
view taken in Wigram Ext. Evid., p. 118, by O'Hara. Seealso Stephen's Dig. Evid., 
Art. 91. And there is no suggestion in any of the recent decisions that in a case of 
equivocation the declarations are to be excluded until the facts have been appealed 
to in-vain to remove the ambiguity. 


t See Pendleton v. Grant, 2 Vern.. 517; Strade v. Russell, 2 Vern., 620; Hampshire 
v. Pierce, 2 Ves. Sr., 216; Wigram on Wills, P1. 109. 


$ Hiscocks v. Hiscocks is one of a number of cases in which the name in the will 

fits one claimant and the description another; and it was formerly thought that in 
the absence of evidence the name would be presumed correct, and that the descrip- 
tion would be rejected as erroneous. and that this was the meaning of the maxim 
veritas nominis tollit errorem demonstrationis. But this doctrine 1s now exploded 
in England. Thus in Drake v. Drake, 8 H. L. C., 172, 179, it is said by Lord Chan- 
cellor Campbell: ‘* There is a maxim that the name shall — against an error 
of demonstration; but then you must first show that there is an error of demonstra- 
tion, and until you have shown that, the rule veritas nominis tollit errorem demon- 
strationis does not apply. I think there is no presumption in favor of the name 
more than of the demonstration. Upon referring to the numerous cases that have 
been cited at the bar it will be found that there are more instances in which the 
demonstration prevailed than in which the name prevailed.” And see this language 
uoted with approval by Lord Cairns in Charter v. Charter, L. R., 7 H. L. C., 364, 
1. See, also, 2 Taylor Evid.,s.1215. The disposition made by the court of Hiscocks 
». Hiscocks (which was an action of ejectment) was as follows: ‘‘U the whole, 
then, we are of opinion that in this case there must be anew trial. Where the 
description is partly true as to both claimants, and no case of equivocation arises, 





But the strict letter of the above rule has been so far relaxed ag 
to permit a case of equivocation to be made under the maxim, faleg 
demonstratio non nocet cum de corpore constat, when, after rejectin 
the misdescriptton, which is applicable to no person or thing, the 
remainder of the description is sufficient to describe equallt and 
with legal certainty two or more persons, or two or more things, 
Thus, in Careless v. Careless, 1 Mer., 384, the devise was “‘to Robert 
Careless, my nephew, son of Joseph Careless.” The testator had no 
brother Joseph, so that the words ‘‘son of Joseph Careless” were re. 
jected as ‘false demonstration.” This left the description: ‘To 
Robert Careless, my nephew,” and as the testator had two nephews 
named Robert Careless, the case was treated as an equivocation.* 

In the light of the foregoing principles let us consider the case 
of Hawkins v. Garland’s Adm’r, 76 Va., 149, in order to determine 
whether it presents a case of equivocation, and whether the testa. 
tor’s extrinsic declarations of intention were properly received in 
evidence. By the fifteenth clause of his will Samuel Garland, Sr., 
bequeathed as follows: ‘I give to each of my namesakes, Sam el (, 
Slaughter, son of Ch. R. Slaughter; Samuel G. White, son of Samue} 
G. White; Samuel, son of S. Garland, Jr., and Samuel G., son of Cap. 
tain John F. Slaughter, a bond of $1 000 of S. S. raiJroad.” 

The difficulty arose as to the person intended by ‘Samuel G., 
son of Captain John F. Slaughter.” At the date of the will, and for 
three or four years thereafter, there was no son of John F. Slaughter 
named Samuel G., but a few months before the testator’s death a 
son was born to John F. Slaughter who received that vame. Hence 
the court very properly rejected the claim of “Samuel G., son of 
Captain John F. Slaughter,” and treating ‘‘Slaughter”’ as a manifest 
mistake, were called on to consider whom the testator intended to 
describe by the residue of the description—viz., ‘‘Samuel G., son of 
Captain John F.” And upon reasoning to which there is no objec. 
tion, based on the language of the will in the light of the facts of 
the case, the court was of opinion that Samuel G. Hawkins, son of 
Captain John F. Hawkins, was plainly indicated as the object of 
the testator’s bounty. But the court went further, and admitted in 
evidence the parol declarations of the testator that Samuel G. Haw- 
kins was one of the namesakes to whom he had given $1,000 by his 
will. And in this, it is submitted, the court erred; for the words 
‘Samuel G., son of Captain John F. Slaughter,” do not, either before 
or after the rejection of “Slaughter,” describe well, and equally 
well, <wo or more persons. As there was no son of John F. Slaughter 
named “Samuel G.” in existence at the date of the will, the after. 
born son cannot be considered as described at all by the words in 
the will; and rejecting “Slaughter,” only Samuel G. Hawkins could 
claim by the description, ‘‘son of Captain John F.” In truth, the 
case was a simple one of misdescription, without the appearance 
even of equivocation; and while the result reached was no doubt 
correct, the court should have reached it on the facts, without the 
aid of the testator’s extrinsic expressions of intention, as was done 
by the supreme court of the United States in Patch v. White, 117 U. 
S., 210—a case quite similar to Hawkins v. Garland, with the differ- 
ence that in Patch v. White the misdescription was of the subject de- 
vised, and not of the object of the testator’s bounty.t 





what is to be cone is to determine whether the description means the lessor of the 
plaintiff or the defendant. The description in fact applies partially to each, and it 
is not easy to see how the difficulty can be solved. Ifit were resintegra, wes 

be much disposed to hold the devise void for uncertainty, but the cases of Doe ». 
Huthwaite (3 B. & Ald., 632), and Bradshaw v. Bradshaw [2 Y. & C., 72], and 
others, are authorities against this conclusion. If, therefore, by looking at the sur- 
rounding facts to be found by the jary, the court can clearly see, with the know ledge 
that arises from thee facts alone, that the testator meant either the lessor of 
plaintiff or the detendant, it may so decide and direct the jury accordingly ; but we 
think that, for this purpose, then (it) cannot receive declarations of the testator of 
what he intended to do in making will.” 


*See Hawkins on Wills, pp. 8 to 13, as to what constitutes an equivocal de 
scription. 


t In Patch v. White, supra, the testator devised to his brother Henry a lot in the 
city of Washington, descr: as “ lot number six, in square four hundred and three, 
together with the improvements thereon erected and appurtenances thereto belong- 
ing.” ‘The testator did not own lot 6 in square 403, but did own lot 3 in square 
and this lot was claimed as that meant by the testator. It was conceded that this 
was not a case for declarations of int ntios, but it was held by the court tbat, re 
jecting the mistaken nambers as false demonstration, there remained, in the light 
of the facts, a sufficient description in the will to certainty. In the 
language of Mr. Justice Bradley; *‘‘ The will on its face, taking it ali together, with 
the clear implications of the context, and without the misleading words ‘six’ and 
‘three,’ devises to the testator’s brother Henry in substance as follows: ‘I bequeath 
and give to my dearly beloved brother, Henry Walker, forever, lot number —, in 
square four hundred and ——, together with the improvements thereon erected and 
appurtenances thereto belonging—being a lot which belongs to me, and not — 
tically devised to any other person in this will.’ In view ot what has already 
said, there cannot be a doubt of the identity of the tot thus devised. 1t is identified 
by ownership, by its having improvements on it, by its being a square the number 
of which commenced with iour hundred, and by its being the only lot belonging to 
the testator which he did not otherwise dispose of. By merely striking out the 
words ‘six’ and ‘three’ from the description of the will, as not applicable ( unless 
interchanged), to — lot which the testator owned ; or instead of striking them out 
supposing them to have been blurred by accident so as to be illegible, the residue 
of the description, in view of the context, so exactly applies to the lot in question 
that we bave no hesita'ion in saying that it was lawfully devised to Henry Walker. 

It seems remarkable that so sound a decision as this was dissented from by four 
of the justices, «n the ground that the words ‘lot 6 in square 403 did describes 
certain lot in the city of Washington, and the fact that it did not be!ong to the 
testator was a matter of no consequence—if the facts did not fit the will, so much the 
worse for the will. And it was said by Mr. Justice Woods, disse ting: “ The only 
— on which the plaintiff can base his contention that there is a latent am 

iguity in the devise, is h:s offer to prove that the testator did not own the lot dee 
ernbed in the devi-e, but did own another which he did not dispose of by his will. 
This does not tend to show a latent ambiguity. It noes not tend to im the 
accuracy of the description contained in thedevise. It only tends to show 
on the part of the testator in drafting his will. ‘This cannot be cured 
evidence.” And this view of the matter was taken in the well-known 
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In Hawkins v. Garland, the case of Maund v. McPhail, 10 Leigh, 
199, is cited, where declarations ot intention were received to show 
that by ‘‘the new colonization society in Africa” the testator meant 
“The American Colonization Society for Settling Free Persons of 
Color in Africa.” But this was clearly wrong, as the case was one 
of misdescription only. And as to the English case of Beaumont v. 
Fell, 2 P. Wms., 141, relied on by the court in Hawkins v. Garland, 
where, in the absence of equivocution, declarations of intention were 
received. that has long since been overruled on this point. (See His- 
cocks v. Hiscocks, 5 M. & W., 363; Mostyn v. Mostyn, 5 H. L. C., 168; 
1 Jaim. Wills, 760, note 2; 2 Taylor Evid., s. 1211, note 2.)* 

I cannot close this imperfect discussion without a particular 
reference to the two authorities oftenest cited on questions of con- 
struction by parol evidence; I mean the celebrated ‘‘Maxim and 
Commeutary of Lord Bacon as to Ambiguities Patent and Latent,” 
and the excel'ent treatise of ‘“‘Sir James Wigram on Extrinsic Evi- 
dence in Aid of the Interpretation of Wills.” 

1. The familiar maxim of Lord Bacon (Regula XXV.), written 
about the year 1596, is as follows: 

Ambiguitas rerborum latens verificatione suppletur; nam quod ex 
facto oritur ambiguum, verificatione facti tollitur. 

It will be seen that the maxim itself speaks only of a latent 
ambiguity (i. ¢., one not apparent on the face of the writing), and 
declares that it may be holpen by averment; ‘‘for when an ambigu- 
ity arises out of the facts it may be removed by averment of facts.” 
But in his commentary on the maxim, Bacon speaks also of a patent 
ambiguity (#. ¢., one ef artes on the face of the writing), and de- 
clares that it is “‘never holpen by averment.” And as to latent am- 
biguities, the commentary proceeds to make a distinciion that does 
not appear in the maxim itself; and they are divided into two 
classes—viz., (1) the case of “equivocation,” where averment of in- 
tention is allowed, aod (2) the case of ‘‘variance” (i. ¢., imperfect 
description), when facts may be averred, but not intention, ‘‘be- 
cause it does not stand with the words.” 





Of Bacon’s maxim, it is finely said by Professor Thayer of Har- | 


vard University (6 Harv. L. R., 437): ‘“The great name of the author 


gave it credit. It seemed to offer valuable help towards settling the | 
troublesome question as to how far you could go in looking at out- | 


side facts to aid in construing a written text. To say that a diffi- 
culty which was revealed by outside facts could be cured by looking 
further into such facts had a reasonable sound; and when it was 
coupled with a rule that you could not in any way remedy a difii- 
culty which was apparent on the face of the paper, there seemed to 
be a complete posites precept covering the whole subject. * * * 
The maxim caught the fancy of the profession and figured as the 
chief common place of the subject for many years. It still performs 
a great and confusing function in our legal discussions.” 

The maxim of Lord Bacon has undoubtedly caused much of the 
confusion that is to be found in the cases on extrinsic evidence. 
For, as to latent ambiguities, the maxim itself does not draw any 
distinction between the case of ‘‘equivocation” and the case of 
“variance” or misdescription; and the courts frequently quote it as 
authorizing averments of intention (i. ¢., declarations of intent) in 
all cases of latent ambiguity. But it would seem that in the maxim 
Bacon is not thinking of averment of intention at all, but only of 
facts, for to the declaration that a latent ambiguity may be helped 
by averment he adds the reason, that an ambiguity arising from 
facts may be removed by facts. But in his commentary on the 
maxim Bacon does not confine himself to this homeopathic treat- 
ment of ambiguities—similia similibus curantur; but in the case of 
equivocation—‘‘where one name and appellation doth denominate 
divers things”—declares that the remedy may come from averment 
of intention as well as of facts. When, therefore, it is said that ‘‘a 
latent ambiguity may be holpen by averment,” the proposition 
itself is ambiguous, and requires carefal discrimination as to the 
use of the words ‘‘ambiguity” and ‘‘averment,” in order to avoid 
misconception. For ambiguities, though latent, may be so either 
by :eason of equivocation or by reason of varience (misdescription), 
and averments may be of facts only, or of intention. Now, all latent 
ambiguities may helped by averment of facts; but only in the 
single case of equivocation can resort be had to averment of inten- 
tion And it wiil be found that this equivoque in the use of the 





v. Hibner, 55 NL, 514 (8. C., 8 Am. Rep., 665), where there was a mistake similar 
tothatin Patch v. White. But this mode of dealing with such mistakes is now 
thoroughly discredited. As has been well said (6 Harv. L. Review, p. 435, note): 
“The true view of such a case appea's to be that there is no question of ambiguity 
in the matter. There is a mistake and the question is whether the will taken as a 
whole admits of a construction that will correct the mistake. All extrinsic facts 
which se: ve to show the state of the testator's property are receivable, and then the 
inquiry is whether in view of all these facts anything passes.” And see Browne, 

l. Evid., p. 452. Such cases of mistake have been very frequent in some of the 
Western States b- cause of the practice of designating property by :ange, township, 
section, and quarter section. 


* Some of the early English cases, in addition to Beaumont v. Fell, supra, admit 
atiens of intention in cases other than those of equivocation. See 1 Jarm., 
Wills, (436). But these are overruled by Hiscocks v. Hiscocks, supra, which is 
followed by the recent English cases. - And there are American cases :n other States 
¢s Virginia where Beaumont v Fell has been followed. See Hawkinson Wills, 
p. 9, note 1, where it is said by the American editor: ‘‘ In many American cases it 
stated that parol evidence [ i. e., of declarations of intention } is admissible in all 
tases of latent ambiguity, such as misdescription ( without any equivocation ), &c. 
But it 1s conceived that this statement arises from an omission to observe the dis- 
tinction between evidence of the state of the testator’s proper ty or family, or of his 
surrounding circumstances, in aid of the construction of the will and direct evidence 
of the testatur’s intention.” And in Wharton Evid., s. 993, the author, referring to 
the early English cases, sys: ‘‘ But these cases are now discredited, and with 
them should fall the Amorican rulings to which they for a time gave rise. 








words ‘‘ambiguity” and “‘averment” (or in modern phrase “parol 
evidence”) is common in the cases and text-books at the present 
time. It is greatly to be desired, in order that those who write of 
ambiguities may not themselves be ambiguous,” that the sort of am- 
biguity and of averment should in all cases be plainly expressed; 
and that such misleading expressions as ‘‘parol evidence is admissi- 
ble to explain a latent ambiguity,’ or “the court = receive parol 
evidence of the intention of the testator,” and the like, should be 
eschewed altogether. For, in the latter case, all parol evidence is, 
in a sense, ‘‘of the intention of the testator,” aul the doubt arises 
whether declarations of intention are meant, or only facts and cir- 
cumstances from which that intention may be inferred. 

But it is as to patent ambiguities that the maxim of Bacon has 
caused “‘confusion worse confounded.” The maxim itself implies 
that only latent ambiguities are holpen by averment, and the com- 
mentary confirms this by —— declaring that patent ambiguities 
are never thus holpen. And the cases are to this day full of dicta to 
the effect that patent ambiguities are beyond the aid of extrinsic 
evidence, and even some of the decisions profess to proceed on this 
principle. But it must be manifest on a moment's reflection that 
the fact that a difficulty is apparent on the face of a writing is not 
of itself sufticient to bar the door against extrinsic evidence explan- 
atory of the writer’s meaning; and that the same doctrines should 
apply to all ambiguities, whether patent or latent, admitting evi- 
deuce of the facts and circumstances in all cases, and of declarations 
of intention in the one case of equivocation. And that this is the 
law as to ‘‘facts and circumstances” to explain a patent ambiguity 
is established by the authorities;t and there are not wanting de- 
cisions directly in point that in the case of a true equivocation - 
parent on the face of the will, declarations of intention are also ad- 
missible; and the tact that the equivocation is patent is immaterial. 
Thus in Dee d. Gord v. Needs, 2 M. & W., 129, the will showed on its 
face that there were two George Gords, viz... George, the son of 
George Gord, and George, the ton of John Gord. Then followed a 
devise to ‘‘George Gord, the son of Gord”—thus making a patent 


| ambiguity, and yet it was held that declarations of the testator 


were admissible; and Parke, b., speaking for the court, repudiated 
the idea that the fact that the ambiguity was patent could effect 
the rule which permits extrinsic expressions of intention when the 
words of the will describe well, but equally well, two or more per- 
sons or things. And to the same effect is the case of Doe v. Morgan, 
1 Cr. & M., 235. And see Hillv. Felton, 47 Ga., 455 (15 Am. Rep., 643). 

It seems, then, notwithstanding Bacon’s maxim, that there is at 
the present day no real difference in the rules of law governing 
patent and latent ambiguities, and the most careful text-writers 
avoid the use of the terms altogether. In the language of Professor 
Thayer, from whom I have above quoted (6 Harv. Law Review, 424), 
“Ambiguities or other difficulties, patent or latent, are all alike as re- 
gards the right and duty to compare the documents with extrinsic 
facts and as regards the possibility that they may vanish when this is 
done. As to the resort to direct statements of intention in the one 
case of equivocation, viz.: where there are more than one whom the 
name or description equally fite, the right to resort to these decla- 
rations in such cases in no way depends on the difference between 
what is patent and latent.’’{ 


* In this connection it may be observed that in the cases on the admissibility of 
extrinsic evidence the w “ambiguity ’ is usea to signify any defect whatever in 
the words of a will—not merely the case of ‘‘ equivocation " where the words are 
sensible in more senses than one" ( Wi . Pl. 210), but cases of misdescription 
as well, and even where the testator has left a blank in his will, or accidently made 
a materialomission. See Miller v. Travers, 8 Biog., 244. It would be well for judges 
and text-writers to bear in mind the weighty observation of Locke: “If mea will 
not be at the pains to declare the meaning of their words, and definitions of their 
termes are not to be had, yet this is the least that can be expected, that in all dis- 
courses wherein one man pretends to instruct or convince another, he should use the 
same words constantly in the same sense.” 


t See Wigram Ext. Ev.d, Pi. 80, 203; 1 Jarm. Wills, p. 745; Browne on Parol 
Evid., §§ 49, 126; Colpoys v. Colpoys, Jacob, 451; Goblet v. Beechey, 3 Sim., 24 
* Both Wigram and Stephen discuss the subject of extrinsic evidence when there 

is a writing without the aid of Bacon’s maxim, and without the use of the expres- 
sions patent aod latent ambiguities. Taylor (on Evid., s. 1212) quotes the maxim 
and a part of the commentary, but he adds (s. 1213): ‘The above quotation from 
Lord Bacon's works bas been cited more out of respect to that great man than in the 
expectation that it will afford much practical information.” And in Browne's Parol 
Evid., Preface, p. V, it is said: ‘* It is also noteworthy that the ancient distinction 
between patent ambiguities and latent ambiguities, founded on a scholastic refine- 
ment by Lord Bacon, and echoed parrot-like and senselessly followed by generations 
of modern judges, has been effectually done away.” And see s. 126, where the law 
is stated as to wills without » aking any distinction between patent and latent am- 
biguities. See, however, s. 49, where “mere evidence of intention" is declared 
incompetent in respect to a patent ambiguity. The context shows thatthe author's 
statement in s. 49 refers to contracts, deeds, &c., while s. 126 is applicable to wills 
only. It is not believed, however, that such a distinction between wills and other 
written instruments can be sustained. In Chaplin on Wills (quoted in Browne on 
Paro Evid., p. 438), itissaid: ‘Thus it appears that extrinsic evidence of the facts 
is admitted in all cases of both patent and iatent ambiguities ; while extrinsic direct 
evidence of intent is admissible in only one class of latent ambiguities.” The author 
here excludes “declarations of intention” where a case of * equivocation” is 
parent on the face of the will; but in saying that such declarations are inadmissi 

-canse the equivocation is patent he is in direct opposition to the case of Doe », 
Needs, 2M. & W.,149. Wharton among the text-writers accepts the doctrine 
of Bacon in its entirety. He says (8.956): ‘ The admission of evidence to explain 
ambiguities is confined to such ambiguities as arelatent.” - And his supposed reason 
seems to be that ‘a patent ambiguity is subjective—that is to say, an ambiguity in 
the mind of the writer himself; while a latent ambiguity is ohjective—that is to say, 
an ambiguity in the thing he describes.” There are no doubt some cases of 
ambiguity where no definite intention exists in the mind of the writer, such 
cases, of course, cannot be “ holpen by averment.” See Wigram Ext. Evid., s. 209; 
Breckenridge v. Duncan, 2 A. K. (12 Am. Dec., 359). But it is not 
true that every patent ee indicates an absence of definite intention ; and 
when this is not the case, mere fact of patency is irrelevant upon the question 
of the admissibility of extrinsic evidence. 
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2. The essay of Sir James Wigram on extrinsic evidence first 
appeared in 1831, and the Seven Propositions which are the text of 
his discussion are familiar to every lawyer.* He rejects Lord Bacon’s 
maxim as his guide, on the ground that “the maxim itself requires 
much explanation,” though, in conclusion, he endeavors to show, by 
what amounts to a tour de force, that the maxim, properly under- 
stood, is not in conflict with the Seven Propositions. The keynote 
of Wigram’s book is the correct principle—‘‘that the judgment of a 
court, in expounding a will, should be simply declaratory of what is 
in the instrument”—but his work is marred by his tailure to see 
clearly that actual intention, outside of the will, may be truly evi- 
dential, as forming a basis of inference as to the operative intention 
expressed in the words, and by the grudging reception he therefore 
accords to ‘‘declarations of intention,” in the case even of equivoca- 
tion. Indeed, so fearful is he of the malign influence of actual in- 
tention that he seems to hold that even facts and circumstances, if 
affected with that taint, are not to be received in evidence save in 
the one case of equivocation, where even express declarations of in- 
tention are receivable. He divides extrinsic evidence into such as 
is “explanatory of the words themselves,” and ‘‘evidence of inten- 
tion itself as an independent fact,” as if the latter could not be ex- 
planatory of the words; and he speaks constantly of “evidence of 
intention,” instead of ‘declarations, or statements, or expressions 
of intention,” as if some facts even were not explanatory, but indi- 
rectly evidence of intention, and therefore not admissible except in 
the one case of equivocation. But the law is now settled, as we 
have seen, that it is not necessary (if, indeed, it were practicable) 
to divide facts into two classes, those which are ‘‘evidence of inten- 
tion,” and those which are not, but that all the material facts and 
circumstances are in all cases admissible, and the rule of exclusion 
is confined to declarations of intention, and even these become ad- 
missible in the case of equivocation. (See Drakev Drake, 8H.L.C., 
172; Charter v. Charter, L. R., 7H. L. C., 364.)t 


In conclusion, it may be permitted me to add that I believe that 
the rules of law as to the use of extrinsic evidence in aid of the in- 
terpretation of wills are founded on sound and enlightened princi- 
ples, both as to the object of judicial exposition, and the means by 
which that object may be attained. The judicial expositor seeks to 
discover, not what the words signify in the abstract and according 
to the rules of correct speech, but what they mean in the will as 
used by the testator. With all their imperfections on their head, 
they may still be pregnant with meaning, if only the interpreter 
have skill to discover it. And for this purpose he must place him- 
self in the situation of the testator, and read the will in the light 
reflected from all the facts, not only the objective facts, if | may so 
eall them, but the subjective facts as well—i. e., those disclosing 
the testator’s motives, opinions and beliefs. The law does not re- 
quire a perfect written expression of the testator’s intention, but 
only such expression as can be deemed sufficient. It recognizes the 
truth of the adage humanun est errare, and though, for reasons of 
policy, it requires that a will shall be in writing, yet it allows a 
wide margin for mistakes. It does not make the writer, like 
Frankenstein, the slave of his own imperfect creature. It knows, 
in the language of Dr. Johnson, quoted by the supreme court of the 
United States in Patch v. White, 117 U. 8., 210, that ‘sudden fits of 
inadvertance will surprise vigilance; slight avocations will seduce 
attention, and casual «clipses of the mind will darken learning;” nor 
is it unfamiliar with that perverse trait by which we mean one thing 
and say another, for which Richard Grant White has coined the high- 
sounding name of heterophemy. The judicial expositor, therefore, 
does not sit aloft on the cold height of an ideal perfection, and sur- 
vey the written words with a severe and critical eye. careless whether 
the will fails or not; but after a very human fashion, he seats himself 
in the arm.chair of the testator, puts on his spectacles, scrutinizes 
the will “‘by the four corners,” reads its words by the ligbt of all 
the surrounding facts and circumstances, corrects manifest errors, 
searches diligently for the faintest traces of intention—even receiv- 
ing, in a proper case, evidence of the testator’s extrinsic declarations 
—and so endeavors to construe the words of the will as the testator 
used them, bearing ever in mind that great maxim of the law which 
enjoins kindly, indulgent interpretation, that the will may prevail 
and not fail—ut res magis valeat quam pereat. 





It should be added, in justice to Lord Bacon, that the examples he gives of 
patent ambiguities show that he had in his mind the facts of the Lord Cheyney's 
case, 5 Co., 68 (decided in 1591), where declarations of intention were inadmissible 
(there being no equivocation ), and where the doubt was not of a character to be 
removed by evidence of the facts and circumstances. In practice, indeed, a case 
would rarely occur, such as Doe v. Needs, supra, where a true equivocation is ap- 
parent on the face of the writing. and the possibility of such a case may have 
escaped Bacon's attention in stating the law as to “‘averment of intention.” And 
even as to the averment of facts, it may be observed that most cases of ambiguity 
apparent on the face of wills are not of a character to be relieved by such evidence ; 
so that though the facts are admissible, they are not sufficient to solve the difficulty. 
But on the other hand there are cases of imperfect description, or misdescription, 
and even some ambiguous expressions which, though apparent on the face of the 
will, the facts can relieve, and when this is the case onen facts are undoubtedly ad- 
missible. See Wigram Ext. Evid., Pl. 209; Cole v. Rawlinson, 1 Salk., 234; Abbott 
v. Middleton, 7H. L C., 68; Smith v. Bell, 6 Pet. 68; Colton v. Colton, 127 U. S., 
300; Puller v. Puller, 3 Rand., &; Hatcher v Hatcher, 80 Va., 169; Miller v. Potter- 
field, 86 Va., 876. 


* Wi Ext. Evid., Pl. 12 to 19. 
Evid, 


The Seven Propositions are quoted in 1 
Greenlf. § 287, note 1. 


+ In support of the observations which I have ventured to make on the justly 






ROUGH NOTES. 


AMONG the decisions handed down by the court of appeals of 
Missouri recently was one declaring that a debt contracted in ap 
option deal cannot be collected by law, as such speculative deali 

is gambling and illegal. The points sustained were that the debtor 
was not a bona fide purchaser; was not prepared to receive and did 
not expect to receive the actual grain, and that if in a contract for 
future delivery the only purpose is to speculate on the difference be. 
tween buying and selling prices, such a contract is a wager and 
therefore null and void. 








THE law taxing Pullman cars, telegraph and express companies 
operated in the State of Arkansas, and passed by the last general ag. 
sembly, has been declared unconstitutional by Judge Williams, in 
the United States circuit court. Several months the Western 
Union and Pacific Express Companies filed bills in this court for an 
injunction restraining the collectors of the various counties from 
collecting taxes assessed under the act, The attorney general de. 
murred to the bills. The court overruled the demurrere, made the 
injunction perpetual and declared the law unconstitutional on the 
ground that the act provided for the assessment of property not in 
the jurisdiction of the State ; that it embraces interstate commerce, 
n violation of the United States law; that the acts do not give the 
plaintiffs the protection of the laws of the State, and that the asseas- 
— was made without regard to and in excess of ite taxable 
values. 





A FEDERAL judge has decided that the wife, in China, of a China- 
man ae in this country, may enter the United States. The 
case on which the decision was rendered furnishes some unique de- 
tails of a Chinese marriage. Sam Yan, who lives in pag vs and is 
registered acco:ding to the Geary law, was betrothed in China years 
ago to a little lump of yellow, squalling heathenism, only two years 
old. He had never seen the infantile prospective bride. But that 
made no difference; he took a record of his vows, and her vows by 
proxy, on two cards and brought them to America with him. Six 
months ago, when the girl had reached the age of twelve years, and 
was old enough to be married, Sam sewed the two cards together 
and sent them to China. The legality of the marriage was . 
nized in China, and Sam’s wife was forwarded to him. Meanwhile 
he appealed to Uncle Sam’s court to permit his wife to come in when 
she arrived. And Uncle Sam has said that even a Chinaman may 
have iis wife with bim. 





r 


IN SEVERAL cases recently the question as to the rights of prop- 
erty-owners to protection from polluted water overflowing into their 
lands from the lands of others has been discussed. e@ supreme 
court of Indiana, in the case of Barnard against Shirley, considered 
the complaint of a woman who owned a farm near Martinsville. A 
well was drilled by owners of property adjoining that belonging to 
her, and a large volume of water flowed from the well. The water 
was found to possess curative properties, and large bath- houses 
were erected to be used by persons afflicted with certain diseases. 
The water flowing from the bath-houses was carried by a drain into 
a stream of water running through the plaintiff’sland. Some of the 
persons who nsed the bath-houses were afflicted with contagious 
diseases, and it was charged that the water was so polluted as to 
injure the health of persons living upon the land and drinking the 
milk from cows pastured there. ‘The supreme court reviewed at 
great length the cases in England and this country arising from 
similar facts, and decided that, as the use of the springs was fawfal, 
and could not be carried on elsewhere, and was a public benefit, it 
was only necessary that it should be conducted with due care, and 
any injury then resulting must be borne without compensation. 





THE first suit in Indiana under the employees liability law, was 
tried in the circuit court at Indianapolis, last month. The law 
seeks to make a co-employee liable as a vice-principal where the in- 
jury occurs without negligence on the part of the company. The 
jury found that Phillip Ebaugh, who lost an arm on a division of 
the Pennsylvania system, was entitled to recover $5,000 damages 
from the ay. Judge Brown gave the following as the con- 
struction of the law dividing the liability of the corporation and its 
employees : 

“If you find from the evidence that injury to the plaintiff was 
caused solely by the negligence or incompetency of the conductor 
of the train and that the plaintiff was free from negligence contribu: 
tory thereto, and that the injury happened to plaintiff while he was 
carrying out an instraction or command — by the conductor, 
then the court instructs you that you should find for the plaintiff, 
unless you tind that the injury resulted from obedience to au order 
which would subject the employee to palpable danger. If you find 
that the injury complained of was caused sole!y by the incompetency 
of the conductor, and that the plaintiff was free from negligence 
contributory thereto, then yon should a'so find for the plaintiff, un- 
Jess you should further find that such incompetency was known to 
the plaintiff or by the exercise of reasonable care might have been 
discovered by him.” 

The passage of the act by the legislature was opposed by all the 





celebrated treatise of Wigram, the reader is referred to Pl. 10, 107, 187 and 194; but 
their correctness can best be tested by a careful study of the whole work. 


corporations of the State, and it was passed in op ition to one of 
the strongest lobbies that ever waited on the legislature. 
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ACCORD AND SATISFACTION. 


ew payment for ties sold, and giving receipt in fall for 

all demands under the contract, would bar an action for 
failure of defendants to do the hauling. Scott v. Norfolk § 
W. R. Co., (Va.) 178. E. Rep. 882. 

Before one can sue for a claim which he admits was included in 
an agreement settling several claims, but which he seeks to 
enforce because he was mistaken in supposing that a claim 
of another person against him was included in the settle- 
ment, he must offer to rescind the agreement and return the 
benefit received by him. Galvin v. O’Brien, (Mich ) 56 N. 
W. Rep. 85. 

APPEAL.—See also Error. . 


Alleged error in admission of evidence will not be considered by 
an appellate court where the record merely recites that the 
complaining party “objected” and “excepted.” U. S. v. 
Shapleigh, (8th circuit) 4 Civ. Ct. App. —, 54 Fed. Rep. 126, 
10 U. 8. App. —, followed. Ward v. Blake Manufg. Co., 
(Cir. Ct. App.) 56 Fed. Rep. 437. 

An order of the United States court for the Indian Territory, 
overruling a demurrer to an interplea, whereby a third per- 
son claims certain goods seized in attachment, is not a final 
jadgment. Robinson v. Belt, (Cir. Ct. App.) 56 Fed. Rep. 328. 

Defendants, as to whom a bill has been dismissed, have no right 
to join in an — with their co-defendant, against whom ju g; 
ment was rendered. Barrett v. Carter, 13 So. Rep. 625, 69 
Miss. 593. 

In actions at law, findings of fact by the court are not review- 
able on —. Reed v. Stapp, 33 Cir. Ct. App. 244, followed. 
Farwell v. Sturgis, (Cir. Ct. App.) 56 Fed. Rep. 782. 

No briefs being filed by either party on error, court will examine 
the pleadings and evidence, and, if the judgment conforms 
thereto, it will be affirmed. Pheniz Ins. Co.v. Reams, (Neb.) 
55 N. W. Rep. 1074. 

Objection that an action on a life insurance policy should not 
have been tried by a jury because an equitable defense was 

leaded, comes too late when first made on —. Megrue v. 
United Life & Acc. Ins. Co., (Sup.) 24 N. Y. Supp. 618. 

Objection that the judgment rendered is greater than was de- 
manded in the complaint, will not be sustained on —, where 
no motion to modify was made in court below. Taylor v. 
Trustees First Congl. Church § Society, (ind. App.) 34 N. E. 
Rep. 655. 

On — in summary proceedings for the disbarment of an attor- 
ney, tried by the court without a jury, the cause will be 
tried de novo in the supreme court. State v. Davis, (Tenn.) 
23 S. W. Rep. 59. 

Rehearing will not be granted to enable parties to procure a 
correction of the record. Bank of Westfield v. Inman, (Ind. 
App.) 34 N. E. Rep. 670. 

Where parties act on the theory in the trial court that the cuse 
is an agreed case, they will be held thereto on —, though 
the case may not come within the statute, Robbins v. Swain, 
(Ind. App.) 34 N. E. Rep. 670. 

ATTORNEY AND CLIENT. 

Importance of a cause to a client is worthy of consideration in 
determining the value of the attorney’s services. Selorer v. 
Bryant, (Minn.) 56 N. W. Rep. 58. 

On a bill tiled by a widow to compel the settlement of the estate 
of her deceased husband, the defendant’s solicitor cannot 
properly ¢ oryey the minor heirs, their interests being 
adverse to that of defendant. Parker r. Parker, (Ala.) 13. 
So. Rep. 520. 

Where an attorney is called into important unfinished litigation, 
to succeed distinguished counsel who have failed to satisfy 
the client, it cannot be said that the matters were trivial, 
and not worthy of compensation. Niemann v. Collyer, (Sup.) 
24 N. Y. Supp. 516, 53 N. Y. S. Rep. 934. 

CARRIER. 

Contributory negligence of person injured while riding on the, 

platform of a car does not preclude his recovery against the 


— where the engineer knew of his danger, and could have. 
prevented the accident. Denrer § B. P. Rapid Transit Co.: 
v. Dwyer, (Col. App.) 33 Pac. Rep. 815. i 
Fact that plaintiff left his seat in electric car before car pes < pred 
and made for the platform, cannot deprive him of right to 
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recover for motorman’s negligence in starting suddenly after 
stopping, while plaintiff was stepping to the ground. 
Cooper v. St. Paul City Ry. Co., (Minn.) 56 N. W. Rep. 42. 

Person getting on platform of express car without having pur- 
chased a ticket, and remaining thereon, in violation of com- 
pany’s rules, for purpose of being carried from one station 
to another, is not a passenger. Chicago § E. R. Co. v. Field, 
(Ind. App.) 34.N. E. Rep. 406. 

Sleeping car company is liable for money stolen from a passenger 
by the porter of the car on which he was travelling. Pull- 
man Palace Co. v. Garvin, (Tenn.) 23 8. W. Rep. 70. 

Where penne in passing from station to a train fell over 
lumber obstructing the platform in part, which he knew but 
had then forgotten was there, he was guilty of contributory 
negligence. Wood v. Richmond § D. R. ., (Ala.) 13 So. 
Rep. 552. 

Where person who gets on an express car not having purchased 
a ticket, and remains thereon in violation of company’s 
rules, is ejected from train and afterwards re-enters it and 
is carried to destination, he receives full benefit of the con- 
tract of carriage if it was valid. Chicago & E. R. Co. v. Ol- 
sen, (Ind. App.) 34 N. E. Rep. 531. 

CONSTITUTIONAL LAW. 


Act May 21, 1885, § 3, prohibiting sale, within the state of oleo- 
margarine as an article of food, applies to retail sales made 
by a local agent, a resident of the state, for non-resideut 
principal ; such prohibition not being a re tion of inter- 
state commerce. Commonwealth v. Schollenberger, (Pa. Sup.) 
27 Atl. Rep. 30. 

City ordinance providing that telegraph companies shall pay an 
annual fee of $500 for doing business in the city of 7 a A 
ton, not including business done to or from points without 
the state, and not including business done for the United 
States government or officers, is valid. Western Union Tel. 
Co. v. City Council of Charleston, (Cir. Ct.) 56 Fed. Rep. 419. 
Postal Tel. Cable Co. v. Same. Id. 

Constitutional provision requiring compensation to be made for 
property taken or damaged for public purposes does not ap- 
ply to paee rightly condemned and destroyed as a public 
nuisance because dangerous to health. Dunbar v. City 
Council of Augusta, (Ga.) 17 8. E. Rep. 907. 

Making and placing on public exhibition of a statute of a dece- 
dent, by unauthorized persons, is not within provisions of 
state constitution securing to each citizen the right to freely 
speak, write and publish his sentiments on all subjects. 
Schuyler v. Curtis, (Sup.) 24 N. Y. Supp. 509. Id. 512, 54 N. 
Y. 8. Rep. 936. 

Provision of charter of St. Paul taxing 12 per cent. interest on 
all assessments not paid within 30 days after publication of 
notice by treasurer that he has received the warrant for col- 
lection, is not invalid, under Const. art. 9, § 1, requiring 
equality and uniformity of taxation. Hennessy v. City of 
St. Paul, (Minn.) 55 N. W. Rep. 1123. 

Where same act violates a State law and a city ordinance, the 
person charged therewith may be tried for both offenses 
without violation of constitutional provision that no one 
shall be twice put in jeopardy for the same offense. Ex-parte 
Hong Shin, (Cal.) 33 Pac. Rep. 799. 

CORPORATION. e 

A — after engaging in the hotel business, and assuming the 
liability of an innkeeper, cannot repudiate its liability on 
the ground that its acts were ultra vires. Magee v. Pacific 
Imp. Co., (Cal.) 33 Pac. Rep. 772. 

A — organized for purpose of ‘carrying on the business of pub- 
lishing books, of dealing in books, maps, and periodicals, 
stationery and other like articles, and of printing and book- 
binding,” is exclusively organized for manufacturing pur- 
poses, since the apparent power given in its charter, of 
‘ dealing” in the articles named, is void, and must be treat- 
ed as eluminated. Commonwealth v. J. B. Lippincott Co., (Pa. 
Sup.) 27 Atl. Rep 10. 

A court of equity will inquire into the regularity of an election 
of directors, only when the question arises incidentally and 
collaterally in a suit of which the court has rightful juris- 
diction, and the grant of relief depends on its decision. Zl- 
liott v. Sibley, (Ala.) 13 So. Rep. 500. 

Corporate funds having been wasted by persons who obtained 
control, and they still remaining in control, a stockholder 
may sue without first demanding that an action be brought 
by the —. Sage v. Culver, (Sup.) 24 N. Y. Supp. 514, 54 N. 
Y. S. Rep. 297. 

In action by national bank plaintiff may prove that it is a — de 
facto by parol evidence that it is carrying on a general 
banking business as a national bank under the general laws 
of the United States, under the name by which it has sued ; 
the court taking judicial notice of such laws. Yakima Nat. 
Bank v. Knipe, (Wash.) 33 Pac. Rep. 834. 

May be liable in tort though a malicious intent is necessary to 
be proven. Wachsmuth v. Merchants’ Nat. Bank, (Mich.) 56 
N. W. Rep. 9. 

On a prosecution under Mansf. Dig. § 1638, for embezzlement 
from a —, evidence of the general reputation of corporate 
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existence of the injured party is sufficient. 

(Ark.) 23 S. W. Rep. 1. 

Payment of cash dividends out of net earnings, is a question of 
policy; the action of the directors in that matter, if honest 
and intelligent, will not be lightly overruled. Zellerbach v. 
Allenberg, (Cal.) 33 Pac. Rep. 786. 

Transferee of corporate stock can recover only nominal damages 

from the — for refusal to enter the transfer on its books, in 

absence of evidence of special damage by suchretusal. Me- 

Lean v. Charles Wright Med. Co., (Mich.) 56 N. W. Rep. 68. 


CUSTOM AND USAGE. 


A custom in the town in which goods were sold, to pay a trav- 
elling salesman, is not binding on non-resident principals, in 
the absence of evidence of notice to them of such custom. 
Simons v. Johnson, (Ala.) 13 So. Rep. 491. 

A custom on part of carrier, or of carriers generally at a par- 
ticular place, to deliver goods to one other than the con- 
signee who merely holds the bill of lading without any in- 
dorsement, does not justify such delivery. Louisville § N. 
R. Co. v. Barkhouse, (Ala.) 13 So. Rep. 534. 

One is not competent to testify as to an alleged custom of trade, 
unless he is either engaged in such trade, or it is shown that 
he knows what the custom is. Kugelman v. Levy, (Com. Pl. 
N. Y.) 24. N. Y. Supp. 559, 54 N. Y. S. Rep. 123. 

DEED. 


Fact that an unrecorded — of partition was found among papers 
of a decedent, raises no presumption against the delivery of 
the —, where deceased was as much entitled to its posses- 
sion as the other partiesthereto. Smith v. Adams, (Tex. Civ. 
App.) 23 S. W. Rep. 49. 

Fact that grantee in sherifi’s — has possession of both the — 
and the land thereby conveyed, is presumptive evidence of 
due delivery of the —. Lewis v. Watson, (Ala.) 13 So. Rep. 
570. 

In absence of evidence of contrary intention, the delivery of 
such — to the recording officer for record, constitutes a 
delivery to the grantee. Same case. 

Where grantee’s name clearly appears on face of —, it is imma- 
terial that his name was omitted in the granted clause. 
Bay v. Posner, (Md.) 26 Atl. Rep. 1084. 

Where grantor’s signature is affixed by another in grantor’s 
presence and at his request, the — is as binding as if he had 
personally signed it. Lewis v. Watson, Supra. 


EJECTMENT.—See Landlord and Tenant. 
EQUITY. 


A dill was not multifarious in that it sought to annul a contract 
of ——— for fraud, and also to collect money alleged 
to have been received by defendant before the date of the 
contract under a verbal understanding then existing. Pat- 
ton v. Glatz, (Cir. Ct.) 56 Fed. Rep. 367. 

A direct interrogatory, added, without notice to the other party, 
after the interrogatories were crossed, should be disregard- 
ed. Stubb v. Fleming, (Ga.) 178. E. Rep. 935. 

If agents of a syndicate, who have made a loan for it, are liable 
to a member thereof for their failure to brivg suit to collect 
the loan when due, though the other members have author- 
ized its extension, assumpsit, and not a suit in equity for an 
account, is the proper remedy. Paton v. Clark, (Pa. Sup.) 
27 Atl. Rep. 116. 

In absence of statutory provision for the enforcement of a lien 
of a judgment against a decedent, a court of — will take 
jurisdiction, and enforce it by virtue of its general jurisdic- 
tion over liens and trusts. Enslen v. Wheeler, (Ala.) 13 So. 
Rep. 473. 

Objection of stale claim cannot be raised first on oral argument. 
Green v. Terwilliger, (Cir. Ct.) 56 Fed. Rep. 384. 

On a bill in — for infringement of a patent, an objection that 
there is an adequate remedy at law comes too late at the 
final hearing, and after testimony has been taken on the 
merits. D ick v. Fox, (Cir. Ct.) 56 Fed. Rep. 714. 

Where complaint in an action to set aside a deed alleges that a 
certain defendant has or claims to have some interest in the 
land, it is sufficient to withstand a general demurrer by 
such defendant, without further allegations as to his title. 
ge v. Rust, (Sup.) 24. N. Y. Supp. 498, 53 N. Y. 8. Rep. 





Fleener v. State, 


Written instrument executed by a surety, which by mistake 
fails to express the actual agreement and intent of the par- 
ties, may be reformed upon parol proof, and enforced against 
the surety. Neininger v. State, (Ohio Sup.) 34 N. E. Rep. 633. 


ERROR.—See also Appeal, and Exceptions, Bill of. 


— in submitting to the jury elements of damage, as to which 
there was no allegation or evidence, cannot regarded as 
harmless, in absence of anything in the record to show on 
what the verdict rendered for plaintiff was based. Gulf C. 
§ 8. F. Ry. Co. v. Darton, (Tex. Civ. App.) 238. W. Rep. 89. 

No briefs being filed by either party on —, the court will ex- 
amine the pleadings and evidence, and, if the judgment 
conforms thereto, it will be affirmed. Phenix Ins. Co. v. 


ae, 


Right to a writ of — on supersedeas bond within the time limited 
by Rev. St. art 1389, is not defeated by an appeal on super. 
sedeas bond to a prior term, which was dismissed for failure 
to file brief. Texas § N. O. R. Co. v, Hare, (Tex. Civ. App.) 
23 8. W. Rep. 42. 

ASSIGNMENT OF.—A general — addressed to the refusal of 
four special instructions, containing distinct propositions of 
law, will not be considered on review. Campbell v, Cornelius, 
(Tex. Civ. App.) 23 8. W. Rep. 117. 

An — that “the verdict is against the evidence, which 
largely preponderates against the finding of the jury,” 
presupposes that there is evidence to support the ver. 
dict, and is not well taken. ool vr. City of Jackson, 
(Tenn.) 28 8. W. Rep. 57. 
That ‘‘the court erred in not directing a verdict for de- 

fendant,” is too general to be reviewed on appeal, 
= v. Village of Vernon, (Mich.) 55 N. W. Rep. 
1022. 

That ‘‘the court erred in rendering judgment for the de- 
fendants,” will not be considered on appeal. Hecock 
v. Van Dusen, (Mich.) 55 N. W. Rep. 1024. 

That “the court erred in overruling appellant’s motion 
for a new trial,” brings up for review all the reasons 
properly and sufficiently set forth in the motion for 
anew trial. Walter A. Wood M. & B. Co. v. Farn-. 
ham, (Okla.) 33 Pac. Rep. 867. 

Under rule 29 of court of civil appeals (208. W. VIII.,) — 
not copied into the brief of appellant will be disregard- 
ed. age § Blake Co. v. Kelly, (Tex. Civ. App.) 
23 8S. W. Rep. 27. 

EVIDENCE. 


Claims of each party to an equitable action being supported by 
the testimony of one witness only, which is in direct conflict, 
and some circumstances being shown which seems to corrobo- 
rate defendant, a judgment in his favor will not he dis- 
turbed. Jones v. Sullivan, (Colo. App.) 33 Pac. Rep. 687. 

Date in certified copy of a record being by mavifest clerical er- 
ror improperly transcribed, and the true date being obvious- 
ly inferable from other parts of the record, the error may be 
disregarded, and the copy received in —. Head v. Woods, 
(Ga.) 17S. E. Rep. 928. 

In action against owner and contractor to enforce a mechanics’ 
lien, where the issue is the market value of certain stone 
furnished, — is incompetent as to the cost of stripping and 
quarrying the stone out of quarry where obtaimed, as such 
cost does not affect market value. Moelering v. Smith, (Ind. 
App.) 34. N. E. Rep. 675. 

In action for money paid at defendant’s request, plaintiff testi- 
fied to making of such request by defendant, who denied it. 
Witnesses testified that plaintifi’s reputation for truth was 
bad. Held, that judgment for plaintiff would be reversed 
as against —. 4x v. Seymour, (Com. Pl. N. Y.) 24N. Y. 
Supp. 704, 53 N. Y. S. Rep. 209. 

Not error to permit plaintiff, in action for nursing a sick man, 
after describing the services rendered, to testify as to their 
value. Storms v. Lemon, (Ind. App.) 34 N. E. Rep. 644. 

Nor was it error to — plaintiffs husband, after detail- 
ing character of the services, and extent to which they 
were required, to testify to their value, against the ob- 
jection that ‘the witness has not shown apy special 
knowledge on the subject. Same case. 

In such case, witness need not be an expert to enable 
him to testify to value of such services, the weight 
of his testimony being for the jury. Same case. 

On trial of claimant’s right to certain attached property, the 
claim being based on a mortgage of the property, — is in- 
competent of a declaration made by claimant’s husband and 
agent, in claimant’s absence, that the TTY debt had 
been paid. Mitcham v. Schuessler, (Ala.) 13 So. Rep. 617. 

Where one party testifies as to conversations leading up to writ- 
ten contract determining rights of the parties, it is not er- 
tor to permit other party to give — as to same matters, 
though all the — was strictly inadmissible. Ward v. Blake 
Mfg. Co., (Cir. Ct. App, ) 56 Fed. Rep. 437. 

PAROL.—Is admissible to show that a tract of land is within 
the limits of a city. Colton Land § Water Co. v. Swarts, 

(Cal.) 33 Pac. Rep. 878. 

And by defendants, in action against sureties on bond con- 
ditioned that the principal shall pay all building claims 
on lots mortgaged to obligee, to show that obliges 
agreed to hold back part of the sun loaned, to satisfy a 
certain claim on the lots, and that on that understand- 
ing they.signed the bond. American Bldg. § Loan Assn. 
v. Dahl, (Mion.) 56 N. W. Rep. 47. 

And to show circumstances under which written antenuptial 
contract was made, though statute of frauds provides 
that an agreement in consideration of marri a 
the mutual promise to marry, shall be void unless in 
writing. North Platte Mining § Ele. Co. v. Price, (Wy0-) 
33 Pac. Rep. 664. ; 

And, where, in special contract in writing between carrier 
and shipper, the amount of freight is blank, to fill 








Reams, (Neb.) 55 N. W. Rep. 1074. 
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for by shipper. 
(Ga ) 178. E. Rep. 934. 7 

And, where records of immovable property have been ex- 
posed to fire, and some destroyed, and others found in 
damaged condition, vendors’ testimony is admissible to 
supply obliterated parts of the deed. Landryv. Landry, 
(La.) 13 So. Rep. 672. 

Is not admissible, to show that an engine and boiler were war- 
ranted by landlord to be of sufficient power to run machi- 
nery, where the lease of a steam mill is in writing. Wilcox 
v. Cate, (Vt.) 26 Atl. Rep. 1105. 

Nor, where note given for purchase of stock of corporation 
is “for value received,” and unconditional on its face, 
to show that the stock was purchased upon condition 
that it was later to pay a dividend, failing in which the 
note was not to be paid. Dinkler v. Baer, (Ga.) 178. E. 
Rep. 953. 

FRAUDS, STATUTE OF. 


Blank indorsement of note by one not party thereto, is, so long 
as note remains in payee’s hands, void under —, as ap under- 
taking to answer for debt, default, or miscarriage of another, 
for which no consideration is expressed. Hood v. Robbins, 
(Ala.) 13 So. Rep. 574. 

Declarations of defendant’s broker that he had telegram con- 
firming a sale to bim get porreeens is not sufficient evidence 
to raise presumption of existence of a memorandum con- 
taining all necessary to charge defendants. Actor Provis- 
ton Co. v. Saver, (Miss.) 13 So. Rep. 623. 

The — is not available as a defense under a plea of the general 
issue. Smith v. Pritchett, (Ala.) 13 So. Rep. 569. 

Where deed from grantor and mortgage from grantee are made 
in pursuance of verbal contract of sale of real estate, but 
not delivered, they cannot be used as a memorandum with- 
in — to enforce specific performance. Day v. Lacasse, 27 
Atl. Rep. 124, 85 Me. 242. 

When, in pursuance of voidable parol agreement, a landlord has 
erected a building for his tenant, and latter has taken pos- 
session, he cannot, when sued for past due rent under such 
agreement, defend the action on ground that it was not in 
writing. Walsh v. Calclough, (Cir. Ct. App.) 56 Fed. Rep. 
778. 

GARNISHMENT. 


Affidavit for — filed by bank, which states in the body that M. 
is president, is sufficient, though signed simply by M, 
“‘Prest.” First Nat. Bank v. Graham, (Tex. Civ. App.) 22 
S. W. Rep. 1101. 

Where such affidavit is against two persons as a firm, and 
each answers denying liability as a firm or individually, 
and answers are controverted, the court, on sufficient 
evidence, can render judgment against one of gar- 
nishees for individual debt. Same case. 

It is within lower court’s discretion to refuse to allow one 
served with trustee process to make a second and additional 
disclosure. Soule v. Kennebec Maine Ice Co., 27 Ati. Rep. 92, 
85 Me. 166. 

Money due attorney for legal services is not exempt from —, 
under Const. art. 16, § 3 roviding that ‘‘current wages 
for personal services” shall be exempt, nor under Rev. St. 
art. 218, to same effect. First Nat. Bank v. Graham, Supra. 

HOMESTEAD. 

In contest between co-tenant, in possession of the common prop- 
erty, and his creditors, the consent of the co-tenants to his 
occupancy is not essential to the maintenance of a — in it. 
Lewis v. White, 13 So. Rep. 349, 69 Miss. 352. 

Order setting apart a — for an insolvent under Code Civil Proc. 
§ 1465, though made ex parte, and without notice to assig 
nee and creditors is valid. Gaylord v. Place, (Cal.) 33 Pac. 
Rep. 484. 

Purchaser of —, though not in possession, may enjoin sale there- 
of on execution issued on judgment rendered against grantor 
while he owned and —— the premises. Smith v. Wil- 
liamson, (Wis.) 55 N. W. Rep. 956. 

Complaint need not show that premises were grantor’s — at 
time of issuing execution and its levy. Same case. 

The — rights of a widow are limited to the land which her hus- 
band had actually devoted to — purposes, and was so oc- 
copying athis decease. King v. McCarthy, (Minn.) 55 N. W. 

. 960. 


Georgia Railroad § Banking Co. v. Reid, 


P 
INJUNCTION. 

Bill by taxpayers to restrain pe ment of money by a village un- 
der a contract, is fatally defective in not making the party 
entitled to the payment, or his successor in interest, a party 
thereto. —; v. Chambers, (Mich.) 56 N. W. Rep. 86. 

Preliminary — being improperly granted because requisite facts 
are not alleged in the bill, and it being permitted to stand un- 
til hearing, when sufficient equity appears on the proofs pre- 
sented, the — will be perpetuated. Smith v. Blake, (Mich ) 
55 N. W. — 978. 

ees — will not be dissolved on motion, on the denials of 

answer, where answer sets up matters in avoidance or 
an independent defense. Birmingham Mineral R. Co. v. City 
of Bessemer, (Ala.) 13 So. Rep. 487. ~ 








Where there is equity in the petition, the evidence is conflict- 
ing, and no abuse of discretion is shown, the court on a 
peal will not interfere with discretion of judge below in 
ag interlocutory —. Jones v. Rountree, (Ga.) 17 8. E. 

ep. 915. 

Will not lie to restrain breach of contract whereby defendant 
agreed that for term of five years he would use plaintiff's 
hotel registers in his business, and no others, for there is 
adequate remedy at law. James T. Hair Co. v. Huckins, 
(Cir. Ct. App.) 56 Fed. Rep. 366. 

Nor against city enjoining it, at instance of ayer, from 
entering into a contract awarded by it which will be 
void when executed because it was awarded without 
previous advertisement for bids, as required by law and 
a resolution of the city. Public Ledger Co. v. City of 
Memphis, (Tenn.) 23 8. W. Rep. 915. 


LANDLORD AND TENANT. 


In replevin for goods levied on under a distraint for rent, the 
rent having accrued after the term of the lease, the tenant 
may show that he was no longer in under the lease, but un- 
der a ae agreement. Walter v. Githens, (Pa. Sup.) 27 Atl. 
Rep. 36. 

Where landlord elects to sue for destruction of the leased prop- 
erty, he cannot recover rent therefor after its destruction. 
Wilcox v. Cate, (Vt.) 26 Atl. Rep. 1105. 

Where one agrees to work land cf another for share 
of the crop without obtaining any ownership therein before 
division, execution under a judgment against him cannot be 
levied on the products of the crop before such division. 
Gray v. Robinson, (Ariz.) 33 Pac. Rep. 712. 

EJECTMENT.—In — to recover possession of premises from a 
tenant, it was proper to show that defendant had continued 
in the occupancy of the laud, and was withholding posses- 
sion. McKissick v. Ashby, (Cal.) 33 Pac. Rep. 729. 

Lot owner, in whom is the fee to the center of the road, may 
maintain — for the land between his Jand and such cen- 
ter, as against one who has inclosed it by a fence. 
Smeberg v. Cunningham, (Mich.) 56 N. W. Rep. 73. 

One relying on equitable defense to action of — must set up 
the facts constituting the defense inhisanswer. Brady 
v. Husley, (Nev.) 33 Pac. Rep. 801. 

Party in ion who is charged with holding possession 
without title, will be maintained in the same against 
one who exhibits no title at all. Landry v. Landry, 
(La.) 13 So. Rep. 672. 

Value of use of land during time it was unlawfully detained 
by a lessee, is the proper measure of lessor’s damages. 
Koach v. Heffernan, (Vt.) 27 Atl. Rep. 71. 

Where tenants in common sue jointly for the recovery of 
land, and one of them fails to show title or right of pos- 
session, the action fails as to all. Towns v. Mathews, 
(Ga.) 178. E. Rep. 955. 

MASTER AND SERVANT. 


Engineer, firemen and brakemen of the same freight train are 
fellow servants, and, in absence of statute imposing liabil- 
ity therefor, the railroad company is not liable to one of the 
brakemen for injuries sustained in consequence of engineer’s 
negligence in putting unskilled firemen in charge of the en- 
gine. South Florida R. Co. v. Price, (Fla.)_13 So. Rep. 638. 

In action by a railroad employee against employer for personal 
injuries to his wife, caused by negligence of another em- 
ployee, the rule that an employee cannot recover of the 
master for injury caused by act of fellow servant, has no ap- 
——— Campbell v. Harris, (Tex. Civ. App.) 23 8. W. 

ep. 35. 


Railroad company is not liable for brakeman’s wilfall kicking 
of a trespasser from its moving train, whereby latter was 
killed, in absence of evidence showing that it was within 
general scope of brakeman’s authority to eject trespassers 
from its trains. Railway Co. v. Anderson, 82 Tex. 519, fol- 
lowed. Texas & P. Ry. Co. vr. Moody, (Tex. Civ. App.) 23 8. 
W. Rep. 41. 

Section foreman is not fellow servant of conductor of a train on 
which he is being carcied to and from the point on the road 
at which he is working. McGill v. Southern Pac. Co , (Ariz.) 
33 Pac. Rep. 821. é 
Nor is the foreman the fellow servant of gang of 20 railroad 

laborers, who hires and discharges the men under bim, 

keeps their time and directs and controls their move- 

ments. Cleveland, C., C. § St. L. Ry. Co. v. Brown, (Cir. 

Ct. App.) 56 Fed. Rep. 804. ; 

But car repairer at work on tracks, and engineer of a 
switch engine, are fellow servants. Texas § P. Ry. 
Co. v. Cumpston, (Tex. Civ. App.) 23 S. W. Rep. 47. 

Where in action against railroad company for death of employee, 
it is not shown that any rule for the protection of defend- 
aot’s employees while at work on cars standing on their 
tracks could have protected deceased, the absence of rules 
for such protection is immaterial. Texas § P. Ry. Co. v. 
Cumpston, Supra 

Where stevedore's employe is killed by fall of a block and tackle 
because but one man is managing the same, the wrong can- 
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not be laid to the negligence of a fellow servant, but is 

chargeable to the general management of the ship, for which 

owners are responsible. Boden v. Demwolf, (D. C.) 56 Fed. 

Rep. 846. 

NEGLIGENCE. 

A corporation that lets to each of several persons the driving of 
logs in the same stream is not liable to one of such persons 
for — of another of them. Darling v. Passadumkeag Log 
Driving Co., Atl. Rep. 109, 85 Me. 221. 

In action for —, where there is a special verdict, it is for jury to 
find the facts merely ; court determines whether these facts 
show — or contributory —. Cincinnati I., St. L. § C. Ry. 
Co. v. Grames, (Ind. App.) 34 N. E. Rep. 613. 

Where railroad company delivers a car load of lumber to the 

- owner, it owes no duty to an employee of his contractor to 
provide against danger of accident by the falling of the 

lumber while such employee is engaged, by employer's di- 

rection, in unloading it from car. Hulse v. New York, 0. § 

W. R. Co., (Sup.) 24 N. Y. Supp. 512, 54 N. Y. S. Rep. 66. 

Nor is such company guilty of — because a car load of lum- 
ber is not so piled on the car in loading that it will not 
fall over at the sides while being unloaded, on removal 
of the stakes and cross-ties which held it securely while 
being transported. Same case. 

Where steam is allowed to escape from engine in order to slow 
up, as is necessary, to make a sharp curve in the track, and 
a mule driven on a road running parallel thereto is fright- 
ened thereby,- and runs away, the company is not liable. 
Oxford Lake Line v. Steadham, (Ala.) 13 So. Rep. 553. 

CONTRIBUTORY.—Facts that plaintiff had drank some intoxi- 
cants, and was driving after dark in a two-horse wagon at 
a somewhat rapid pace, are not conclusive of his — in driv- 
ing into an excavation in the street, but are for the jury. 
American Waterworks Co. v. Dougherty, (Neb) 55 N. W. 
Rep. 1051. 

In action for personal injuries, where defendant was guilty 
of negligence, plaintiff can recover unless his own neg- 
ligence proximately contributed to the injuries. Camp- 
bell v. McCoy, (Tex. Civ. App.) 23 8S. W. Rep. 34. 

In such an action where the evidence on the question of 
— is such that reasonable men might reach adverse 
conclusions, the question is one for a jury. Erick- 
son v. Twenty-third St. Ry. Co., (Sup.) 24 N. Y. Supp. 
603, 53 N. Y. S. Rep. 934. 

In action for wrongful death, burden of proving — is on de- 
fendant. Southern Pac. Co. v. Tomlinson, ‘ Ariz.) 33 Pac. 
Rep. 710. 

Question of — is one of fact for jury under proper instruc- 
tions; not one of law for court. Railway Co. v. Ives, 
144 U. S. 408, followed. Smith v. Rio Grande Western 
Ry. Co., (Utah) 33 Pac. Rep. 626. 

Where persons engaged in unloading car of lumber remove 
the stakes and cross-ties which support the piles of 
lumber on the car, so that it falls and kills one of them, 
deceased is guilty of —. Hulse v. New York C. § W. R. 
Co., Supra. 

NEGOTIABLE INSTRUMENTS. 

Fact that an instrument for payment of a specific sum of money 
is made payable with current exchange on a place other 
than place of payment does not prevent its being a promis- 
sory note. Hastings vr. Thompson, (Minn.) 55 N. W. Rep. 968. 

Fact that notice of protest of note was sent to the executors of 
a deceased party to a note, addressed as ‘‘administrators,” 
is immaterial so long as they received it. Drezler v. McGlynn, 
(Cal.) 33 Pac. Rep. 773. 

In action by indorsee of note procured by fraud, the burden is 
on plaintiff to show that he is an innocent holder for value. 
Jordan r. Grover, (Cal.) 33 Pac. Rep. 889. 

In suit by indorsee against indorser of an ordinary check, where 
the defense is that the check was not presented for payment 
within reasonable time, inqniry as to whether indorser was 
‘damaged by reason of failure to present check for payment, 
is immaterial. First Nat. Bank v. Miller, (Neb.) 55 N. W. 
Rep. 1064. 

Indorree of —, taken before maturity as collateral for antecedent 
debt, in good faith, and without notice of defenses, such as 
fraud, between the original parties, holds the same free from 
—_ defenses. Rosemund v. Graham, (Minn.) 56 N. W. 

ep. 38. 

Holder of note indorsed in blank has no authority to fill out the 
blank by writivg in a consideration for the indorsement. 
Hood v, Robbins, (Ala.) 13 So. Rep. 574. 

NEW TRIAL. 

A — on ground of surprise, in that defendant supposed the action 
had been settled with the exception of costs by a note which 
he had given, will not be granted, where the papers on the 
application show that he did not make known to his attor- 
ney his grounds of defense, and did not move for continuance, 
but announced ready, and went to trial. Barron v. Robin- 
son, (Ala.) 13 So. Rep. 476. 

There is no abuse of discretion in granting a first — where the 
evidence is conflicting and plaintiff alleges newly discovered 
evidence. Doherty r. Lewis, (Ga.) 17-8. E. Rep. 913. 





Trial court has power, where excessive damages have been al- 
lowed by the jury, and where a motion to set aside the ver- 
dict is made on this ground, to make a remission of part of 
the damages allowed a condition precedent to overruling 
the motion. Southern Pac. Co. v. Tomlinson, (Ariz.) 33 Pac, 
Rep. 710. 

Where, in contest over the probate of, a will on the ground that 
the testator was of unsound mind at time of making it, the 
evidence is in substantial conflict as to such issue, trial 
court did not abuse its discretion in a — from a jn - 
ment refusing the probate. In re Smith’s Estate, (Cal.) 33 
Pac. Rep. 744, 

Where plaintiff goes to trial without objection, he is not entitled 
to a — because of the absence of evidence to rebut the de- 
fense, of which he had notice by a special plea. Baker v. 
Boon, (Ala.) 13 So. Rep. 481. 

MOTION FOR.—A — because of ‘‘errors of law occurring at the 
trial, and excepted to by defendant,” is not sufficiently 
specific to warrant a review of such alleged errors on appeal 
from an order denying the new trial. alter A. Wood Mow- 
ing & Reaping Co. v. Farnham, (Okl1.) 33 Pac. Rep. 867. 

A — on ground of newly discovered evidence was properly 
overruled where the moving party knew before the trial 
what the witnesses could prove but did not summon 
them because of apprehension of a Norfolk § 
W. R. Co. v. Draper, (Va.) 17 8. E. Rep. 883. 

On — affidavits of jurors will not be received to show mis- 
conduct of jury in examining a page of the book of ac- 
counts between the parties, other than the pages in evi- 
dence. Horner v. Inter Mountain Abstract Co., (Utah) 
33 Pac. Rep. 700. 


PARTIES. 


Decree in a bill by a widow to compell a settlement by adminis~ 
trator of her iasband’s estate, will be set aside when the 
minor heirs are not made — thereto. Parker v. Parker, 
(Ala.) 13 So. Rep. 520. 

Demurrer for defect of — defendant, specifying that the action 
is brought against an entirely a defendant, is not good. 
Moran t. City of St. Paul, (Minn.) 56 N. W. Rep. 80. 

Where plaintiff pending action of trespass to try title, conveys 
his interest in the land, his grantees need not be made —. 
Bailey v. Lewis, (Tex. Civ. App.) 23 8. W. Rep. 20. 


PARTNERSHIP. 


In action by non-resident alien partners, the existence of the — 
is sufficiently proved ge gg of one of such —s 
Black v, Henry G. Allen Co., (Cir. Ct.) 56 Fed. Rep. 764. 
Same v. Funk, Id. 

Lien of a mortgage made by one 
property is subordinate to su uent —_—— by firm, 
securing firm debt. Bauler v. Palmer, (Sup ) . Y. Supp. ° 
451, 53 N. Y. S. Rep. 753. First Nat. Bank v. Same, Id. 

Partner has no implied authority to make a general assignment 
of — property for benefit of creditors, unless his co-partner 
is absent, so he cannot be consulted, or is incapable of giv- 
ing consent. Hill v. Postley, (Va.) 178. E. Rep. 946. 

Party contemplating entering firm as special partner cannot 
bind the prospective firm to payment of debts of old firm. 
In re Wyatt, (Sup.) 24. N. Y. Supp. 272. In re Ryan, Id., 53 
N. Y. 8. Rep. 926. 

Recission of — settlement effected through fraud, and return of 
property received thereunder by estate of deceased partner, 
is not necessary to maintenance of suit for further account- 
ing by representative of deceased. Wallace v. Sisson, (Cal.) 
33 Pac. Rep. 496. 

Where a partner joins his co-partner in a mortgage on the — 
property withont reservation, the mortgage includes his in- 
terest under a prior mortgage to himself on his co-partner’s 
interest in the premises. Barber v. Palmer, Supra. First 
Nat. Bank v. Same, Id. 


PRINCIPAL AND AGENT. 


Declarations of agent though accompanying his acts, constitute 
no evidence of extent of his authority. Dowden v. Cryder, 
(N. J. Err. & App.) 26 Atl. Rep. 941. P 

In action to recover for goods sold to a corporation at instance 
of its agent, plaintiff need not show express authority in 
the agent to purchase goods on defendant's credit, but it is 
sufficient to show such a course of dealing between the par- 
ties as justified the inference that he had sach authority. 
Wilson v. Wyandance Springs Imp. Co., (Com. Pl. N. Y.) 24 
N. Y. Supp. 557, 54 N. Y. 8. Rep. 242. 

Lessor is not bound by representations of an agent to a tenant 
as to the safety of the leased building, where such agent 
does not have charge of renting the premises, but is em- 
ployed to make repairs on buildings when called on by 
tenants. Daley v. Quick, (Cal.) 33 Pac. . 859. 

One’s authority as agent caunot be shown by his own declara- 
tions. Fullerton v. McLaughlin, (Sup.) 24 N. Y. Supp. 280, 
53 N. Y. 8. Rep. 779. 

Persons dealing with one who is known to be a special agent are 
chargeable with kuowledge of extent of his authority. 
Dowden v. Cryder, Supra. 


“oereesed on his interest in — 
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Travelling salesman, selling by ng ee, for credit or cash, to be 
paid on receipt of the goods, has no implied authority to 
collect the money agreed to be paid. Simon v. Johnson, 
(Ala.) 13 So. Rep. 491. 


REPLEVIN. 


Complaint in claim and delivery which shows that plaintiff was 
the owner and entitled to the immediate delivery of the 
property two days before the commencement of the action 
is insufficient, in that it must show such facts to exist at 
the time the action is commenced. Fredericks v. Tracy, 
(Cal.) 33 Pac. Rep. 750. 

In action of claim and delivery, it is proper to assess the value 
of the property at the time of trial rather than at the time 
of taking. Gray v. Robinson, (Ariz.) 33 Pac. Rep. 712. 

In such action for property wrongfully taken under execu- 
tion, if the legal identity of the property has not been 
destroyed, the owner is entitled to recover its full value 
without any deduction for labor bestowed on it by de- 
fendant. Same case. 

Wiil not lie for recovery of personal property seized by a town- 
ship treasurer for payment of a tax, part of which is valid, 
as the Michigan statute prohibits it. Scott v. Whelan, 
(Mich.) 53 N. W. Rep. 1025. 

SALE. 


A — effected through falee and fraudulent representations of the 
vendee may be rescinded by vendor without return of part 
payments made by the vendee, where it appears that vendee, 
from the goods purchased, had sold more than enough to 
reimbarse him for payments made. Sloane v. Shiffer, (Pa. 
Sup.) 27 Atl. Rep. 61. 

After —, delivery, and acceptance of an article, the purchaser 
offered to retarn it, and did take it to a place where seller 
assumed possession, and thereafter sold it to another, Held, 
that there was a rescission of first sale, and therefore an ac- 
tion would not lie against purchaser at snch sale for the 
—— money. Grouse v. Wolfe, (Com. Pl. N. Y.) 24 N. 

. Supp. 703. 

In action for an agreed price, evidence of value of goods is ir- 
relevant. Sanborn v. Cunningham, (Cal.) 33 Pac. Rep. 894. 

In action for price of engine, a sum spent in repairing defects in 
one of them is recoverable as damages. D. A. Tompkins Co. 
v. Galveston City St. R. Co., (Tex. Civ. App.) 23 8. W. 
Rep. 25. 

Where engine was intended for use in generating electricity 
with which to propel cars over purchaser’s street rail- 
road, defendants are not entitled to damages because 
certain cars had to lie idle while the engine was being 
repaired ; such damages are too remote. Same case. 

In action to recover price of gas governor for which defendaut 
promised to pay,on the express condition that it would 
show, after 60 day»’ fair trial, a saving of 15 to 40 per cent. 
in gas, the burden of proving compliance with the condition 
is on plaintiff. Patterson Gas Governor Co. v. Glenhy, (Com. 
Pl. N. Y.) 24 N. Y. Supp. 575, 54. N. Y. S. Rep. 119. 

One receiving chattels in payment of pre-existing debt is not 
bona fide purchaser for value, as against one from whom the 
ee gee was obtaine by fraud. Hurd v. Bickford, 27 Ati. 

ep. 107, 85 Me. 217. 

Rescission of — on ground of fraud 4} months after the fraud 
was discovered, is not, in the absence of excuse for delay, 
the prompt action required by Civil Code § 1691, to justify 
rescission. Gamble v. Tripp, (Cal.) 33 Pac. Rep. 851. 

TAXATION. 


An intent on part of legislature to impose double — will not be 
presumed, but the intent must clearly appear from express 
words. Commonwealth r. Fall Brook Coal Co., (Pa. Sup.) 26 
Atl. Rep. 1071. 

Assessment made by two assessors legally chosen and sworn, 
and another person chosen and sworn as a selectman only, 
is void. Jordan v. Hopkins, 27 Atl. Rep. 91, 85 Me. 159. 

Levies by tax collector to enforce payment of a tax on “Pt of 
Mount Airy 2094 a.” are invalid tor insufficiency of descrip- 
tion. Duvall v. Perkins, (Md.) 26 Atl. Rep. 1085. 

So, too, such levies made without entry on the land. Same 
case. 

Where corporation exclusively organized for manufacturing 
purposes engages in other business, in addition to manufac- 
turing, and pays taxes due on so much of its capital as is 
used in business other than manufacturing, it is not liable 
to pay further taxes Com. v. Wm. Mann Co., 150 Pa. St. 
64, followed. Commonwealth vr. J. B. Lippincott Co., (Pa. 
Sup.) 27 Atl. Rep. 10, 

TROVER AND CONVERSION. 


In trover by second mortgagee of chattels for the conversion 
thereof, a plea alleging that after commencement of action, 


but before any order or plea therein, defendant had bought | 


the articles from tirst mortgagees, default in whose mort- 
age had occurred before commencement of suit, is good. 
aper vr. Walker, (Ala.) 13 So. Rep. 595. 
Landlord may bring trover against tenant, during tenancy, for 
value of wood into which trees wrongfully severed from the 





premises by tenant have been converted. Brooks v. Rodgers, 
(Ala.) 13 So. Rep. 386. 

One who sells property as under a mortgage which was not in- 
cluded therein is liable for éonversion, whether he knew it 
was not included or not. Kenney v. Ranney, (Mich.) 55 N. 
W. Rep. 982. 

Sale of entire property in a chattel by one tenant in com- 
mon is @ conversion as against co-tenant. Steiner v. Tranum, 
( Ala.) 13 So. Rep. 365. 

Trover may be brought inst a receiver, as such without leave 
of court. Kenney v. Ranney, Supra. 

TRUSTS. 


Conveyance by railroad company of certain of its stock to trus- 
tees to protect a county which had voted aid thereto, and . 
to prevent the county from seeking the incorporation of 
another railroad, is not void as against public policy. 
Greene v. Nash, 26 Atl. Rep. 1114, 85 Me. 148. 

Valid trust having been created, the life beneficiary of the trust 
estate may afterwards be appointed trustee by order of 
court. Van Brunt, P. J., dissenting. People v. Donohue, 
(Sup.) 24 N. Y. Supp. 437. 

Will, directing executor to pay the interest of a certain sum to 
a brother for life, and on his death distribute the principal 
among certain persons, and to pay interest on an equal sum 
to a sister, creates an express trust, and on executor’s death 
without fally executing same, surregate may, under Code 
Civil Proc. § 2818, appoint a successor trustee. In re Schnei- 
der’s Estate, (Sup.) 24 N. Y. Supp. 540, 54 N. Y. S. Rep. 194. 
In re Hecht, Id. 

Will, not authorizing trustee to determine amount to be paid for 
beneficiary’s support, and not giving latter the right to de- 
termine, amount should be fixed by court. In re Riley’s Es- 
tate, (Surr.) 24 N. Y. Supp. 309. 

WILL. 


A provision for accumulation of proceeds of the residue of an es- 
tate ‘‘to create a fund to liquidate any indebtedness against 
the same,” is ille In re Hoyt’s Estate, (Sup.) 24 N. Y. 
Supp. 577, 53 N. Y. 8S. Rep. 865. 

A — purporting to devise both real and personal estate, but 
signed by ouly two subscribing witnesses, when as to real 
the statute required three, is valid as to the personalty, if 
valid in other respects, though ——— as to the real es- 
tate. Hays v. Ernst, (Fla.) 13 So. Rep. 451. 

Due execution of — is shown sufficiently where attesting clause 
is perfect in form, and one attesting witness testifies that 
statutory requirements were comp ied with, though the 
other witness, ‘‘does not remember” to have seen sach com- 
pliance. In re Bernsee’s Will, (Sup.) 24. N. Y. Supp. 504, 53 
N. Y. 8S. Rep. 872. 

In action by alleged heir to annul a —, the fact of heirship must 
be proven if denied. Solari v. Barras, (La.) 13 So. Rep. 627. 

Notary public before whom — was executed, may be examined 
as a witness in opposition to testimony admitted to impeach 
the verity of his act. Same case. 

On petition to vacate the probate of a —, there is no presump- 
tion in favor of the order of probate. Herring v. Richetts, 
(Ala.) 13 So. Rep. 502. 

Undne influence will not be presumed from fact that benefici 
stood in confidential relation to testator. In re B 8 
Will, Supra. 

Where testator, by codicil, revokes a uest to one of the 
residuary legatees of his —, because of his death, but makes 
no disposition of the share of such legatee, it passes to his 
next of kin, and not to remaining residuary legatees. In re 
Waln’s Estate, (Pa. Sup.) 27 Atl. Rep. 59. Appeal of Vauz, 
Id. 


WRITS.—See also Separate Titles. 


Order for service by publication need not contain an option to 
pleintiff to make personal service outside the state. Hat- 
field ™ Malcolm, (Sup.) 24 N. Y. Supp. 596, 53 N. Y. 8. 
Rep. . 

Under Laws 1888, pp. 26, 27, § 5, providing for a publication of 
summons not less than once a week for six consecutive 
weeks, publication once in each of six consecutive weeks is 
sufficient. State v. Superior Court of Pierce County, (Wash.) 
33 Pac. Rep. 827. 

Such service is insufficient where it does not appear that a 
printed copy of the summons was returned with the 
affidavit of the newspaper publisher, as required by 
statute. Same case. 

So, too, where it does not —— that copy of summons 
was deposited in post office, directed to defendants 
at their place of residence, with postage prepaid, or 
that their residence was unknown, as likewise re- 
quired. Same case. 








RELEASE OF INDORSERS.—Where bonds pledged as security for 
the payment of notes are afterwards, by consent of the pledgor but 
without the knowledge of the indorser of the notes, postponed to 


other liens on the mo d property the indorser is thereby re- 
leased. (Nassau Bank v. Camp [ 


Sap ]j, 26 N. Y. 8. 831.) 
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BAR ASSOCIATIONS. 


Officers are requested to send us brief but accurate 
accounts of the meetings of their respective bodies. 





EXECUTIVE OFFICERS. 


AMERICAN BAR ASSOCIATION 
President—Thomas M. Cooley, Ann Arbor, Michigan. 
4 = John Hinkley, 215 N. Charles St., Balti- 

more, 


a Rawle, 328 Chestnut St., Philadel- 


STATE ASSOCIATIONS. 

ALABAMA. 
President—J. R. Dowdell. 
Secretary and Treasurer—Alex. Troy, Montgomery. 

ARKANSAS. 
President—M. T. Sanders, Helena. 
Secretary—G. W. Shiun, Little Rock. 

CONNECTICUT. 

President—Charles E. Perkins, Hartford. 
Secretary—Charles M. Joslyn, Hartford. 

GEORGIA. 
President—Logan E. Bleckley, Atianta. 
Secretary—John W. Akin, Cartersviile. 
Treasurer—Z. D. Harrison, Atlanta. 

IDAHO. 

President—Johbn Ainslie. 
Secretary and Treasurer—Hugh McElroy. 


ILLINOIS. 
President—Samuel P. Wheeler, Spr ngfield. 
Secretary and Treasurer— William L.Groses, Springfield. 


KANSAS, 
President—J. D. Milliken, McPherson. 
—C. J. Brown, Topeka. 
Treasurer—Howel! Jones, Topeka. 
KENTUCKY 
President—Malcolm Yeaman, Henderson. 
Secretary—J. G. Poore, Frankfort. 
LOUISIANA. 
President—J. W. Burgess, Baton Rouge. 
Secretary—T. Sambola Jones, Baton Rouge. 


MAINE. 
President—Charles F. Libby, Portland. 
Secretary and Treasurer— Leslie C. Cornish, Augusta. 

MICHIGAN. 

President—George H. Durand, Flint. 
Secretary—Ralph Stone, Grand Rapids. 
Treasurer—Edmund D. Barry, Grand Rapids. 
MINNESOTA. 
President—Charles E. Flandrau, St. Paul. 
Secretary —Robert Jamison, Minneapolis. 
Treasurer—E. P. Sanboro, St. Paul. 

MISSISSIPPI. 
President—Robert Lowry, Jackson. 

—W. R. A , Jackson. 
Treasurer—C. M. W son. 

MISSOURI. 
Necretary—William A. Wood, Kin 
Secretary— William A. ton. 
Treasurer—W ilham C. Marshall, St Louis. 

MONTANA. 
President—E. C. Day, Livingston. 
Secretary—A. H. Nelson, Helena. 
Treasurer T. E. Crutcher, Helena. 

NEW MEXICO. 
President—A. A. Jones. Las Vegas. 
Secretary—E. L. Bartlett. 
Treasurer—E. A. Fiske. 

NEW YORK. 
President—Tracy Becker, Buffalo. 

L. B. Proc 


, —L. B. tor, 7. 
Treasurer—Albert Hessberg, Albany. 
OHIO. 
t—S. R. Harris, Bucyrus. 


Secretary—Frederick C Akron 
—_ ick C. an, 
Trp wurer—L. H. Pike, Toledo. 


OREGON. 
President— William B. Lord, Portland. 
—Charles H. Carey, Portland. 
Treasurer—U. F. Paxton, Portland. 
SOUTH CAROLINA. 
President—B. F. Whitner, Anderson. 
Secretary—John P. Thomas, Jr., Columbia. 


TENNESSEE. 
President—W. A. Henderson, Knoxville. 
Secretary—Claude Waller, Nashville. 


TEXAS. 

President - S. C. Padelford, Cleburn. 
Secretary—Charles S. Morse, Austin. 
Treasurer—W. D. Williams, Fort Worth. 


UTAH. 

President—J. G. Sutherland, Salt Lake City. 
Secretary—R. B. Shepard, Salt Lake City. 
Treasurer—Elmer B. Jones, Salt Lake City. 


VERMONT. 
President—C. M. Wilds, Middlebury. 
—George W. Wing, Montpelier. 
Treasurer—Hiiam Carleton, Montpelier. 
VIRGINIA. 
President—W aller R. Staples. 
Secrctary and Treasurer—Jackson Guy, Richmond. 
WEST VIRGINIA. 
President—T. P. Jacobs, New Martinsville. 
—D. C. Westenhaver, Martinsburg. 
Treasurer—W. N. Miller, Parkersburg. 
WISCONSIN. 
President— William Seaman, Milwaukee. 
Secretary—E. P. Vilas, Milwaukee. 
Treasurer—J. H. Carpenter. 
WASHINGTON. 
President—John Arthur, 
Secretary —N. &. Porter, Ol 


Treasurer—James B. Howe, ttle. 





ALABAMA. 


The members of the Montgomery bar have 
completed the organization of the Montgom 
ery Bar Association. About forty attorneys 
signified their intention of becoming mem- 
bers. The object of the organization is to 
elevate the profession and to raise the stand- 
ard of legal ethics. The following officers 
were elected: President, J. W. A. Sanford; 
vice-president, D. 8. Troy; second vice- 
president, W. A. Gunter; secretary and 
treasurer, Philip H. Stern; executive com- 
mittee, H. C. Tompkins, president; Philip 
H. Stern, secretary; Lester Smith, J. G. 
Winter and J. M. Falkner. 


COLORADO. 


The second annual banquet of the Denver 
Bar Association was given at the Brown 
Palace hotel on Feb. 21. It was a repetition 
of the banquet of a year ago with all the 
added eloquence and wit and humor which a 
repetition implies. 

A. B. Seaman, city attorney of Denver, 
was toastmaster, but T. J. O'Donnell, as 
president of the association, opened the 
speech-making when the delicacies bad been 
consumed. 

Sam E. Browne was the first to respond to 
a toast. He told of the early experience of 
lawyers when Denver was a very little Den- 
ver and the plains blossomed with Indian 
plumes. The other toasts responded to were 
these: 

“The Court of Ultimate Conjecture by 
One of its Judges,” Victor A. Elliott. 

‘Lawyer and Judge,” James H. Blood. 

‘*Overruled Cases, by one who was not 
bound by Precedent,” Julius B. Bissell. 

‘Those whose burdens we bear—our 
Clients,” Frank C. Goudy. 

“Our fellow citizens, the ladies—once our 
superiors, now our equals,” Harry H. Lee. 

the lawyers and guests present were the 
following: 

J. A. C. Reynolds, E. H. Wilson, George Stidger, E. 
W. Waybright, George L. Hodges, H. Trowbrid, e, H. 
M. Rhoades, George F. Dunklee, W. D. Todd, H. A. 
Lindsley, C. T. Brown, Frank Belford, F. KE. Gregg, E. 
F. Dunievy, Lester McLean, Jobn S. Macbeth, & A. 
Long, W. 5. bicksler, Cass E. Herrington. Henry V. 
Johnson, Frank W. Ingersoll, Henry . R odes, 
Charles D. Hoyt, Frank 58 Tesch, Wilbur F. Stone, 
W. K. Fleming, S. C. Hinsdale, S. L. Carpenter, 
Joseph W. Taylor, E. M, Cranston. P. L. Hubbard, 
W. L. Dayton, Tyson S. Dynes, John D. Fleming D. 
B. Graham, Joshua F. Grozier, A. J. Rising, Charle 
W. Everett, J. M. Bentley, T. N. Graham, W. W. 
Fie d, Geo. A Smith. J. L. Johnson, Harrison Allen, 
John S. Gibons, W. Henry Smith, L. B. Livingston, 
D. P. Howard, George C. Norris Robert H. La’ta, 
Frank C Gowdy, James A. Kiilon, S. E. Browne, 
Fred W. Betts, V. A. Elliott, G. C. Bartels, A. J. 
Warner, Hugh Butler, T. J. O'Donnell, W. B. Felker, 
A. B. Seaman, G. W. Miller, L. M. Goddard, H. M. 
Orahood, Julius B. Bissell, E. F. Thomas, Harry H. 
Lee, E.J. Moffatt, James H. Blood, H.C. Van Schaack, 
R. M. Boynge, Owen E. Le Fevere, James H. Brown, 
Frank M. White, D. E. Parks. J. G. Lewis, DV. 
Burns, J. N. Bancroft George W. Allen, H. D. Inger- 
soll, Jacob Fillius, J. P. Brockway. Edwin H. Park, J. 
M O'Neill, W. H. Bryant. C. J. Hoghes, Jr., Clay B. 
Whitford, J. R. Smith, James Perchard, J. E. Harper, 
Ewing Robinson, Frank Congden, Sam B. Berry, J. M. 
Lomery, R. T. Cassell, W. H. Davis. 

The committee to whose credit the success 
of the banquet is due was composed of the 
following: C.8. Norris, J. H. Lomery, C. 
E. Herrington, J. H. Blood, H. C. Van 


Schaack. 
INDIANA. 


The Clinton County Bar Association held 
a meeting last month for the annual election 
of officers, resulting in the celection of Presi- 
dent Guenther; Vice-President Farber and 
Secretary J.T. Hockman to serve another 

. 


— LOUISIANA. 


President Florance, of the Law Reform 
Association of New Orleans, recently received 
a communication from Judge T. C. W. Ellis 
and State Senator Chas. J. Gauthreaux, of 
the constitutional revision committee, re- 

uesting the appointment of a committee of 
the association to confer with the commission 
as to matters pertaining to the judiciary sys- 
tem of the State and to the city of New 
Orleans, 





———— 


The request was promptly answered by the 
sending of the names of Percy Roberts, Chas, 
E Fenner, E, D. Saunders, E. B. Baker, 
Charles J. Thread and J. D. Moore, constitn- 
ting the committee that is to confer with the 
commission. 

In addition to the committee on constitu- 
tional amendments, Mr. Florance announced 
the other committees of the association,as fo}- 
lows : 

On corporation laws—E. H. Farrar, chair- 
man; Charles 8. Rice, Charles F. Buck, E, E, 
Moise and H. P. Dart. 

On insolvency and respite laws—Bernard 
McCloskey, chairman; W. 8. Parkerson, H. 
L. Dufour, E. T. Merrick, jr., and B. F, 
Choate. 

On practice in city courte—R. H. Marr, 
chairman; Charles H. Lavillebeuvre, H. H. 
Bryan, H. L. favrot and F. E. Rainold. 

On costs and fees for Orleans Parish—R. 
H. Browne, chairman; Wynne Rogers, H. L. 
Garland, jr., J. B. Guthrie and H. C. Cage, 

On tax titles—J. Ward Gurley, jr., chair- 
man; Samuel Gilmore, W. B. Somerville, J. 
Zach Spearing and B. R. Forman. 

On civil jury system for Orleans—J. P. 
Blair, chairman; ‘|. H. Thorpe,F. D. Chretien, 
Joseph Brewer, F. L. Richardson. 

On law of disbarment—H. P. Dart, chair- 
man; F. P. Poche, E. H. Farrar, J. G. Baker, 
C. H. Lavillebeuvre, E. D. Saunders and H. 
L. Dufour. 

On admissions (standing committee )—H. 
Gibbs Morgan, chairman; John M. Baldwin, 
Charles Carrol], James Timony, H. J. De Ja 
Vergne, S. S. Prentiss and Samuel Hender- 
son. 

Mr. Florance, as president of the associa- 
tion, is an ex-officio chairman of all the com- 
mittees. 


MARYLAND. 


The establishment of a law library at Tow- 
sontown is again being talked of. An effort 
was made two )ears ago to have the legisla 
ture pass a bill empowering the county com- 
missioners to levy for the establishment of a 
library there, but it failed. It is proposed 
to try the present legislature. 

The Washington county attorneys have de- 
cided to organize a bar association at a re- 
cent meeting held for that purpose in Hager- 
town. Alex. Neill was elected temporary 
president and Wm. J. Witzenbacher, secre- 
tary, J. Clarence Lane, M. L. Keedy and 
State’s Attorney Chas. A. Little were ap- 
pointed a committee to draft by-laws and 
constitution. 

MASSACHUSETTS. 


Thirty members of the Worcester county 
law library association attended the annual 
meeting held at Worcester on March 15. 
This was a larger number than have been 
present at any weeting for many years. Wm. 
T. Harlow was re-elected clerk, Herbert 
Parker ot Lancaster, was elected treasurer, 
District Attorney Gaskill declining a re-elec- 
tion. Col. T. 8. Johnson was re-elected 
librarian. Judge T. L. Nelson and T. G. 
Kent were elected directors of the association. 
It was voted that the directors represent the 
association in the legislature in opposition to 
the measure, providing that only a part of 
the naturalization fees shall go to the sup- 
port of the library. 

MINNESOTA. 

The Minneapolis Bar Association is in 4 
prosperous condition, both numerically and 
financially. This fact was brought out at 
the late annual meeting of the association. 
The treasurer’s report showed a balance of 
$1,753.96, and reports from other officers in- 
dicated a lively interest in the affairs of the 
association. After a short discussion it was 
yoted to allow ~ attorney in the city to 
have access to the library of the association 
in its rooms upon payment of the same dues 
as members. 

The following officers were elected for the 
ensuing year: President, Stanley R. Kitch 
el ; vice-president, John R. ' ioe Weekes John 
T. Baxter; urer, F. H. ey.” 
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Committees for the year were chosen as 
follows: Executive, Arthur M, Keith, 
Frank Healy, Ralph Whelan, J. B. Phelps, 
c. C. Joslyn; library, Stanley R. Kitchel, 
Ralph Whelan, C. A. Willard; discipline, A. 
B. Jackson, M. H. Boutelle, A. B. Choate. 

The Duluth bar library has elected the 
following direetors: W. W. Billson, 8. F. 
White, J. A. Hanks, H. T. Abbott, D. G. 
Cash, Walter Ayers, A. Jacques, A. E. Me- 


Cordie. 
MISSOURI. 


The annual dinner and social reunion of 
the Bar Association of St. Louis took place 
recently in the grand banquet hall of the 
Mercantile Club. G. A. Finkelnburg, presi- 
dent, introduced Gen. John W. Noble as the 

residing officer of the evening, and the 
atter gracefully assumed the daties of toast- 
master. The first toast of the evening, ‘‘ The 
Supreme Court of the United States,” was 
dronk with all standing, as a token of re- 

t to that honorable body: ‘‘The Na- 
tional Judiciary” was responded to by Hon. 
Henry C. Caldwell, presiding judge of the 
United States court of appeals of the eighth 
— district: ‘‘The Supreme Court of 
issouri,” by Col. Wells H. Blodgett: ‘ Dis- 
trict Courts of the United States,” by Judge 
Amos M. Thayer; ‘‘ The Missouri: Court of 
Appeals,” by James L. Blair; ‘‘ The St. Louis 
Circuit Court,” by Judge Jacob Klein, and 
the final toast of the evening, ‘‘The Bar 
Association of St. Louis,” by Hon George D. 
Reynolds, ex United States district attorney. 

The m mbers of the association and hon- 
ored guests present at the banquet hall were: 

Judges Thayer, Sanborn and Caldwell, Judges 
Klein and Dillon, Gen. John W. Noble, Hon. George 
D. Reynolds, W. F. Boyle, E.B Adams, F.N. Judson, 
Albert C. Fowler, H. D. Wood, Charles Nagel, Paul F. 
Coste, John F. Shepley, I. H. Lionberger, George E. 
Leighton, *. C. Sharp, C. S. Broadhead, H. A. Haeuse- 
ler J. D. Johnson, Chas. Claflin Allen W. E. Fisse, 
Clinton Rowell, Chas. 8. Taussig, John D. Davia, F. 
M. Estes, Geo. M. Maverick. Wells H. Blodgett. J. E. 
McKeighan, R. Schulenburg, A. C. Church, Ed. S. 
Robert, Franklin Ferrias, O. U. von Schrader, S. N. 
Holiday, Geo. D. Markham, Thomas R. Skinker, Na- 
than Frank, Given Campbell, C. F. Bauer, H. F 
Priest, Warwick Hough, Breck Jones, Lyman S. Met 
calf, Joseph M. Bryson, E. C. Eliot, w. Cunning- 
ham, Jr., E. T. Farrish, Mason J. Smith, W. P. Clark- 
ebn, George R. Lockwood, F. J. McMasters, James L. 
Blair, Selden P. Spencer, John M. Wood, Lee Sale, 
M. N. Sale, T. A. Post, C. E. Gibson, Montague Lyon, 
D. B. Lee, Gustave E. Stern, me W.. Tanssig, 
James C. Jones, George H. Knight, John C. Orrick, 
G. A. Finkelburg and Rufus J. Delano. 

The executive committee was composed of 
G. B. Finkelnburg, president; Breckinridge 
Jones, treasurer, Charles Claflin Allen, Hora 
tio D. Wood and Herman A. Haeussler. fhe 
committee on arrangements consisted of 
Judge Wilbur F. Boyle, chairman; Gen. 
John W. Noble, Given Campbell, Edward 
Cunningham, Jr., Henry T. Kent, Brecken- 
ridge Jones and Charles Claflin Allen. 


MONTANA. 


At a meeting of the State Bar Association 
held in Helena, Feb. 6, the following officers 
were elected for the ensuing year: Presid-nt, 
E. C. Day, Livingston; secretary, A. H. Nel- 
son, Helena; treasurer, T. E. Crutcher, Helena. 
Vice presidents and members of executive 
committee, Massena Bullard, Helena; W. 
W. Dixon, Butte; W. J. Stephens, Missoula; 
Henri J. Barleigh, Dillon; N. C. Bainum, 
White Sulphur Springs; O. F. Goddard, Bill- 
ings; L. A. Luce, Bozeman; R. Von Tobel, 
Lewiston. 


The Helena Bar Association, which was 
started in 1874, but which was lowed to 
lapse for a long time, was reorganized recent- 
ly. The neuen of the old association met 
first, and decided that it would be better to 
resurrect the one already organized than to 
form a new one. This met with the approba- 
tion of those who had signed the call for the 
formation of a new association, and the roll 
of membership soon had the names of all 
those present. The election of officers re- 
sulted in the unanimous choice of the follow- 


ing: 
Bresident, Henry C. Smith; first vice-presi 
dent, C. C. Newman ; second vice-president; 








Edwin C. Toole; secretary, T. J. Walsh; treas- 
urer, A. J. Craven. 

Executive committee— W. F. Sanders, J. 
A. Walsh and Massena Bullard. 

Committee on admissions—W. H. Hunt, 
John Shober and T, E. Cratcher. 

The president, vice-presidents, secretary 
and treasurer were constituted a committee 
to revise the constitution and by-laws of the 
association to make them conform to the 
changed conditions since the organization 
was formed, 

At the suggestion of T. E. Cratcher a com- 
mittee of five was appointed to get up a fee 
bill and submit it to the association. His 
idea, he stated, was to have a minimum fee 
provided for alllawyers. The committee are 
T. E. Cratcher, F. N. McIntire, E. W. ‘1oole, 
W F. Sanders and Albert I. Loeb. R. H. 
Howey, Lewis Penwell and F. P. Sterling 
were appointed a programme committee. It 
is the intention to have some member of the 
association read an essay at each meeting. 

The association will hold monthly meet- 
ings on the first Monday in each month. 


NEW HAMPSHIRE. 


The annual meeting of the Southern New 
Hampshire Bar Association was held in Con- 
cord, a short time since. 

There was a large attendance, among 
those present being Judges Smith, Clarke, 
Carpenter, Chase and Wallace of the su- 
preme bench. President, Hon. W. Foster 
of Concord presided, and papers were read 
by Hon. E. 8 Cutter of Nashua, Attorney- 
General R. G. Eastman of Exeter and Hon. 
Calvin Page of Portsmouth. 

The following officers were elected: Hon. 
J. 8S. H. Frink of Greenland, president; Hon. 
E. A. Hibbard of Laconia, vice-president, A. 
H. Chase of Concord, secretary and treasurer. 

An address was delivered by J. H. Benton, 
Jr. of Boston, his subject being ‘‘ Influence 
of the bar in our State and Federal govern- 
ment.” 

Among those present were: : 

Judges Chase, Carpenter, Smith and Wallace of the 
supreme court, President Foster of the association ; ex- 
Councilor Kamsdell, Nashua; Attorney-General East- 
man, Exeter; Judge Cross, Manchester ; John P. Bart 
lett, Manchester; Frank S. Streeter, Concord; ex- 
Speaker trank G. Clarke Peterborough; E. G. Leach, 
tranklin; Councilor Parsons Franklin; 8S. C. Clark, 
Lakeport; Col. 8.8 Jewett, Laconia; Col Daniel Hall, 
Dover; Calvin Page, Portsmouth; J. S. H. Frink, 
Greenland ; Hon. Ira Colby, Hon H. W. Parker, Clare- 
mont; Hon. Ellery A. Hibbard, Laconia; Denis F. 
O'Connor, P. H. Sullivan, Manchester; Secretary of 
State Ezra Stearns, ge, Harry Sargent D. B. 
Donovan, Coscord; Hon. Charles H. Burns, Wilton; 
C. J. Hamblett, Nashua; Hon. John L. Spring. Leba- 
non, Littleton; Hon. Samuel B. Page, Woodsville, and 
many others. 


D. F. O’Connor of Manchester was toast- 
master and responses to sentiments were 
made by Judges Carpenter and Wallace, 
Rev. H. W. Lockhardt of Manchester, Hon. 
E. A. Hibbard of Laconia, Hon. H. W. Green 
of Hopkinton, Hon. G. A. Ramsdell and C. 
J. Hamblett of Nashua; Hon. H. W. Parker 
of Claremont; Hon. S. B. Page of Woods- 
ville; Hon. J. H. Benton, Jr. and others. 


PENNSYLVANIA. 

There was a largely attended meeting of 
the members of the Lehigh County Bar As- 
sociation in Allentown, when organization 
was efiected and a constitution and by-lows 
adopted. The following are the officers: 
President, Arthur G. Dewalt, vice-president, 
Hon. James 8. Blery; secretary and treas- 
urer, Frank Jacobs, executive committee, R. 
E. Wright, Hon. Edward Harvey, John 
Rupp, A. G. Dewault and Frank Jacobs. 

The objects of the association are: First, the pro- 
motion of mutual good fellowship avd respect among 
the members of the bar; the maintenance of an elevat- 
ed sense of professional propriety and decorum, and 
the protection in every proper way of the rights and 
interests of the profession. Second, the general super- 
vision of the official conduct of all persons connected 
with the administration of the law, or in charge of the 
public récords, and in case of breach of duty on the 

tof any of them, the institution of such proceed- 
ings as may be lawful and advisable in the premises. 
Third, the improvement of the law and its administra- 
tion and the mainrenance of its proper influence. 

The initiation fee is three dollars and the 
annual dues three dollars, all of which must 
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be = in advance, on or before March 1 of 
each year. 


The Lebanon County Bar Association has 
been reorganized and the following officers 
elected : President, John W. Killinger; 
secretary, Chas. M. Zerbe; treasurer, A. W. 
Ehrgood; vice-president, Thos. H. Capp; 
executive committee, Grant Weidman, ehair- 
man, Geo. J. P. S. Gobin, Wm. Derr, to- 
gether with the president and secretary of 
the association. 

The following additional members were 
present: Grant Weidman, Jr., Jacob G. 
Adams, Wm. D. Fisher, Cyrus R. Lantz 
Charles D. Weirick, A. W. Ehrgood, Geo. 
B. Woomer, Bassler, Boyer, L. L. Grumbine, 
Luther F. Houck, H. C. Shirk, Geo. B. 
Schock, Jacob F. Reinoehl, P. G. Mark. 


VIRGINIA. 


The annual meeting of the Bar Association 
of Richmond was held recently, when the 
following officers were elected for the ensu- 
ing year: President, Charles V. Meredith; 
first vice-president, J. R. V. Daniel ; secon 
vice-president, Jo Lane Sterne; third vice- 

resident, William J. Leake; secretary, W. 

. Skelton; treasurer, Edgar W. Carrington. 

Members of the executive committee: 
Eugene C. Massie and Rosewell Page. 

embers of the committee on administra- 
tion: W. Brydon Tennant, D. C. Richard- 
son. W.C. Preston, A. B. Guigon, Daniel 
Grinnan and B. O. James. 

The report of the treasurer was submitted 
and received, showing that the balance in 
the treasury is $161.37. 

The retiring president, Jackson Guy, 
made an interesting statement of the growth 
of the association and the work it had ac- 
complished. Mr. Meredith, in taking the 
chair, thanked the body for the honor con- 
ferred upon him, and expressed his determi- 
nation to devote his best energies to the 
duties of his position. 

The association enjoyed a splendid ban- 
quet at the Commonwealth Club in the eve- 
ning. Prior tothe dinner the members of 
the association assembled in the large and 
handsomely farnished assembly room and 
addresses were made by Judges Hunter H. 
Marshall and Waller R. Staples. Governor 
O’Ferrall and Lieutenant Governor Kent 
were among the invited guests. 
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LAWYERS. 


Where they are— What they are doing — What is said 
of them—Professional news items. 


NEW ENGLAND STATES. 


Hartford, Conn.—Arthur L. Shipman, son 
of Judge Nathaniel Shipman, both of this 
city, has entered the law tirm of Hyde, Gross 
& Sleae. This action has been contemplated 
for some months and the retirement and death 
of Hon. Alvin P. Hyde made it possible. Mr. 
Shipman’s late partner, Judge William F. 
Henney, will continue practice at the same 
office as that occupied by Henney & Ship- 
man. 

Boston, Mass.—Frank Wilbur Bartlett, a 
oung attorney of this city, was married at 
ronwood, Mich, Feb. 15, to Miss Annie Belle 

Currie, daughter of Mr. and Mrs. 8. 8. Currie 
of that city. 

Boston, Mass.—Attorney-General Knowlton 
has appointed James Mott Hallowell of West 
Medford, as his second assistant. 

Malden, Mass.—Chas. M. Bruce of this city, 
has been appointed by Gov. Greenhalge 
associate justice of the first district court of 
Eastern Middlesex. 

New Bedford, Mass.—H. M. Knowlton and 
Arthur E. Perry have formed a co-partnership 
for the practice of law. 

North Adams, Mass. —S. G. Tenney of 
Williamstown, has opened a law office here, 
in which he spends a part of each day. 

Sandwich, Mass.—Hal. Hutchings of Barn- 
stable, has opened a law office in this town 
and will be found here Satarday of each week. 


Springfield, Mass.—T. A. Fitzgibbon has 
opened a law office at room 10 in the Walker 
building. 

Uxbridge, Mass.—D. B. Hubbard of Wor- 
cester, has opened a law office in Gunn’s 
block. He will be here four days each week. 


Worcester, Mass.—A new law partnership 
has been formed in the Walker building, 
Charles 8S. Dodge and James F. Timon having 
gone in together. 

Lancaster, N. H.—Col. W. H. Shurtleff has 
formed a copartnership with Edmund Sulli- 
van in the law business. 

Manchester, N. H.—The firm of Goodwin 
& George have opened an office at 885 Elm 
street in this city, but they will retain their 
office in Pittsfield, Mass., for the present. 
One of them will be here most of the time. 











Pawtucket, R. 1.—Thomas J. McParlin of 
this city, and Miss Margaret O’Reilly of 
Gloucester, Mass., were married recently. 


Providence, R. I.—As a result of recent 
bar examinations, Serber Edwards, Frederick 





A. Greene, Elmer E. Wilcox, Edward DeV. 
O’Connor, George R. McLeod and C. Slocum 
Smith were admitted to practice in the su- 
preme court. 


Westerly, R. I.—The law firm of Denison 
& McKenna has been dissolved. 


Burlington, Vt.—E. R. Hard of this city, 
has formed a partnership with W. H. Bliss 
of Middlebury, who removes here at once. 


Burlington, Vt.—Judge H. 8. Peck will re- 
sign the judgship of the city court, and a peti- 
tion has been circulated requesting Gov. Ful- 
ler to appoint J. W. Russell in his stead. 


—— a 


MIDDLE STATES. 


Hackensack, N. J.—It is announced that 
the law tirm of Campbell & DeBaun will be 
dissolved, Abram DeBaun retiring, and that 
A. D. Campbell will form a new partnership 
with his son, Luther A Campbell, who has 
just been commissioned as au attorney. It 
is also understood that Mr. De Baun will 
enter into partnership with Milton Demarest, 
with offices in the bank building. 


Newark, N. J.—J. Albert McGown, of the 
firm of Knowles & McGown, has been admit 
ted to practice in the United States circuit 
court. 

Trenton, N. J.—Counselors and attorneys 
completed their examin:«tion before the 
court examiners on Feb. 23, and the follow- 
ing were admitted : 

ounselors, Albert C. Wall, Jersey City ; Maurice J. 
Breese, Henry M. Nutzhorn, Hoboken; Francis D. 
Weaver, William J. Craft, Henry H. Voorhees, Cam- 
den; Chas. E. Gummere, ‘renton; M. M. Van Winkle, 
Jersey City; W.S. B. Parker, Lonz Branch; Millard F. 
Sti lman, Atlantic City. Attorneys, Isaac F. Golden- 
horn, James F. McCormick, Joseph H. Brice, Jersey 
City; Henry Hohn, Malcolm McLear. Newark; Hous 
ton Fields, Freeholi; Edward 3. Holman, Bayonne; 
Luther A, Campbell, Hackensack; George Abbott, Jr., 
Hugh B. Reid, Somerville; William D. Seddon, Patter- 
son; Samuel 5. Swackhaner, Whitehouse; Frederick N. 
Voorhees, Bound Brook; Chas. W. Wieghand, William 
D. Lippincott, Camden; Junius C. Ayler, Princeton; 
James J. Cahill, James ‘L. Riley, Trenton. 

Albany,N. Y.—Ex-Judge Isaac H. Maynard 
has associated himself with Francis R. Gil- 
bert, recently of the attorney-general’s office, 
and they will practice law in this city. 


Auburn, N. Y.—T. J. Searls & Sons have 
opened a law, real estate and collection office 
in the Smith block. Mr. Searls was admitted 
to practice in 1872 and for the past two years 
resided with his family in Bay City, Mich. 

Binghamton, N. Y.—The following were 
admitted to the bar of the supreme court at 
this place, last month, having successfully 
passed the examination : 

Frank Bowman, Lowville; Edward C. Britcher, Syra- 
cuse; Frederick T. Cahill Oswego; Albert P. Fowler, 
Syracuse; Frank H. Ferris, Elmira; Bert Hanson, Syra- 
case; DeWitt A. Millen, Lisle; Clarence I. Nixon, Us- 
wego; Maurice E. Page, Binghamton; George R. Pat- 
terson, Cazenovia. 

Benj. 8. Spalding, Elmira; W. P. Goodelle 
of this city; John E. Smith of Morrisville, 
and Walter M. Hand of Binghamton, were 
the examiners. 


Brooklyn, N. Y.— Herbert T. Ketcham, 
president of the Lincoln Club; Albert G. 
McDonald, corporation counsel, and E. M. 
Perry have entered into a partnership tor the 
practice of law in this city, under the firm 
name of Ketcham, McDonald & Perry. 


Brooklyn, N. Y.—Below is a list of the suc- 
cessful candidates of the bar examinations of 
the Second Department, held in this city re- 
cently. The examinations were conducted 
by Messrs. Church, Dikeman and Brown: 

Lewis Lafayette Fawcett, John Jerome Cotter, Chas. 
Albert Kenmore, Herbert Bowers Brush, George Wil- 
liam Burleigh, Chas. S. Warbasse, Arthur M. Johnson, 
Edward W. Cooper, Cornelius P. McLaughlin, James 
P. Dunpry, G. Ewald Wenzel, Walter Underhill. 
Arthur J. Harrison, Andrew G. Dickinson, Jr., Elmer 
Story, George Willetts Davison, Edwin G. Galligan, 
James Dempsey, Edwin 8S. Merrill, Leon Bliss. 


Buffalo, N. Y.—E. A. Hayes, M. A. Green 
and A. J. Hibbard form the new firm of 
Hayes, Green & Hibbard, with offices at 366 
Main street. 

Buffalo, N. Y.—James J. Lawless, who has 
been in E. Corning Townsend’s office in the 








White building, removed recently to the Erie 
County Bank building, where he will have 
an office with James Ryan & Sons. 


Buffalo, N. Y.—Among the new partner- 
ships is the firm of Perkins & Welch, con- 
sisting of Frank R. Perkins and Thomas Cary 
Welch. The firm will retain their offices at 
24 and 26 Law Exchange building. 


Buffalo, N.Y.—Ansley Wilcox and Worth- 
ington C. Miner, have formed a co-partner- 
ship as attorneys and counsellors at law, 
with offices at No. 85, Erie County Savings 
Bank building. The new firm is an exception. 
ally strong one. 

Buffalo, N.Y.—The well-known law firm of 
Roberts, Becker, Messer & Orcutt, of which 
the Hon. James A. Roberts is the senior 
member, has been reinforced by the addition 
of Eugene Ashley and Frank M. Ashley of 
Lockport. This change has been made 
necessary by the absence of Mr. Roberts, 
caused by his duties as State Comptroller at 
Albany. The new firm will carry on busi- 
ness under the name of Roberts, Becker, 
Ashley, Messer & Orcutt, and its offices will 
be in the American block, No. 404 Main 
street, in Buffalo, and in the Hodge Opera 
House block at Lockport. 


Ithaca, N. Y.—Edward H. Bostwick of 
Spencer, has formed a law partnership with 
D. F. Van Vleet, Esq., of this city, under the 
firm name of Van Vleet & Bostwick. Mr. 
Bostwick will be in Spencer one day in each 
week. 

Kingston, N.Y.— Daniel B. Deyo and 
Maurice W. Eltinge have formed a partner- 
ship under the firm name of Deyo & Eltinge. 
Their office will be located in the Preston 
building, No. 80 Fair street. 


Newburg, N. Y.—Russell Headly and Ben- 
jamin McClung have formed a partnership 
known as Headly & McClung. 

New York City.—David Jacques of this 
city, and Miss Bessie Hartshorn of Rahway, 
N. J., were married last month. 


—George W. Burleigh, formerly of Somers- 
mouth, N.H., has opened an office in this 
city, at No. 111 Broadway. 


—David McClure, of the firm of Turner, 
McClure & Rolston, of 22 William St., has 
been appointed a commissioner to appraise 
lands in Westchester county for the purposes 
of the water supply of this city. 


—Forbes J. Hennessy has been appointed 
deputy assistant district attorney by Dis- 
trict Attorney Fellows. Mr. Hennessy studied 
law with the well known firm of Anderson & 
Howland, and still has his office with them. 


—the firms of Bangs, Stetson, Tracy & 
MacVeigh of which President Cleveland was 
a member during the interriin of his incum- 
bency of the presidency, and of Jennings 
& Russell are dissolved. Francis N. Bangs 
has retired from the former to'take the presi- 
dency of the State Trast ig The 
othera of the firms named have formed a co- 
partuership for the general practice of the 
law, under the firm name of Stetson, Tracy, 
Jennings & Russell, 


Presiding Judge Van Brunt, of the supreme 
court, on March 17 administered the oath of 
office to the following young men, who were 
successful in passing examination to the bar: 

James 8. Alderdice, jr.,Richmond O. Aulich, William 


P. Aiken, John M. Brennan, Ernest E. Bache. Norman 
C. Conklin, Charles K. C 


G. Goodhart, Wilham D. Gaillard, Herman A. Heydt, 
Marx E. Herby, Abram G. Hirsch, George E. r—— 
Samuel Jarvis, jr., Charles F. Kelly, Kinsell Dud 54 
Warren Leshe, Kdward T. McLau William H. P. 
Oliver, William H. Osborne, Henry A. O’Brien, John 
M. Pierce, William C. Relyea, Henry Riker, Adeibert 
L. Reynolds, Michael J. Sullivan, Thomas 
Samuel Seabury, Julius Silverman, Robert V.S. Sam- 
uels, Charles T. ee. ren Wendt, Ernest M. 
Welch, Arnold C. Weil and Julius F. Wortsum. 


Northport, N.Y.—C. B. Partridge intends 
to open a law office in Port Jefferson. Mr. 
Partridge has been in the employ of W. B. 
Codling for the past four years and intends 
to start for himself. 
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Pulaski, N. ¥.—F. E Jones has settled in 
this place for the practice of law. 


Watertown, N.Y.—Arthur L. Chapman of 
Theresa, has entered into copartnership with 
Charles W. Thompson of this town, where 
they will practice law, with offices in the 
Flower building. 


Columbia, Pa.— The firm of Given & Brown 
is dissolved, Mr. Brown returning to Lancas- 
ter, this State. 

Erie, Pa.—T. B. Lamb and E, A. Walling 
have recently formed a partnership, gener- 
ally regarded as one of the strongest in the 
city. 

Langhorne, Pa.—Henry S. Murfit contem- 
plates opening a branch office in Morrisville. 

Philadelphia, Pa.—Isaac N. Solis gave a 
dinner of thirty-five covers at the Bellevue, 
ashort time since, to Justice Fell, Justice 
Dean and Judge Jenkins. There were many 
prominent lawyers present; among them 
were : 

Judge Arvold, ex Jadge F. Carroll Brewster, Judge 
Bregy, Samuel A. Boyle, Francis E. Brewster 3S. Solis 
Cohen, Samuel E. Cavin, James D. Cambell, Evans R. 
Dick, John H. Fow, Henry Green, Judge (Gordou, 
Joseph C. Ferguson, George 5S. Graham, Wm. B. 
Hanna, Wm. G. Huey, Samuel N. Hyneman, John L. 
Kinsey, Ernest Lowengrund, Franklin L. Lyle, Rich- 
ard T. Miller, Arthur Moore, Micnael J. Kyan, Win- 
throp Smith, Mayer Salzberger,James H. Shakespeare, 
Joseph Shoemaker, David W. Sellers, A. S. L. Shields, 
H. B. Van Cleve and Charles F. Warwick. 

Pittsburgh Pa.—Harry L. Goehring has re 
sigued as deputy district attorney and enter- 
ed in private practice. W. A. Blakeley was 
appointed to the place left vacant by Mr. 
Goehring. 

Pittsburgh, Pa.—Duncan & King, of the 
Merchants’ Collection Bureau, and members 
of the Attorneys’ and Agencies’ Association, 
have moved into new and enlarged quarters 
in rooms 404, 405 Hudsey Buildiug, 101 Fifth 
Ave. This is decidedly a move for the better, 
placing the firm in offices more central tu 
business than when in the old offices on 
Fourth Ave. 


Susquehanna, Pa.—J. D. Miller of Thom- 
son has opened a law office in this place. 
E. R. W. Searle of Great Bend, will occupy 
the law office heretofore occupied by the late 
Eugene O'Neill in the Hogan block. 


-_ 


SOUTHERN STATES. 
Fort Smith, Ark.—Judge Eberle and City 
Attorney Hadden Humphries, have formed a 
partnership. 


Washington, D. C.—The twelfth woman 
admitted to practice before the United States 
supreme court signed the rol] at that bar last 
— She is Miss Kate H. Pier, Milwaukee, 

i8. 

Pensacola, Fla.—Judge Evelyn C. Maxwell 
and Miss Wilhelmina Thornton were married 
a short time since. 

Atlanta, Ga.—The Commercial Collection 
Company has been organized. The general 
counselors are W. H. and E. R. Black, two 
well-known attorneys. The officers of the 
company are J. C. Dayton, president; Robin 
R. Kobinson, secretary and treasurer, and 
W. A. Mathews, vice-president. ‘the com- 
pany will do a straight collection business 
and will have attorneys in all the principal 
cities of the United States. 


Calhoun, Ga.—W. R. Rankin and E. J. 
Kiker, leading lawyers at this point, have 
formed a partnership. 

Eastman, Ga.—The Firm of DeLacy & 
Bishop was recently changed by the intro- 
duction of Mr. ZeNaue Blacock, a young man 
of fine ability just graduated from the law 
class at the State University at Athens, Ga. 
The new firm will do a large collection busi- 
ness, 

Hawkinsville, Ga. — Judge C. C. Smith, of 
this place, was recently married to Miss 
Mattie O’Daniel of Twigge county. 

Savannah, Ga.—W. D. Greer of this city, 
and W. M. Reed of Benton, have formed a 
partnership for practice here. 














Savannah, Ga.—Solicitor-general Fraser 
and William Clifton have formed a law part- 
nership under the firm name of Frazer & Clif- 
ton, they will have offices both in Darien and 
Savannah. 


Talbotton, Ga.—Col. and Mrs. J. J. Bull 
celebrated their crystal wedding anniversary 
last month, and were heartily congratulated 
by numerous friends. 


Bowling, Green, Ky.—Judge Jno. B. Grider 
has been elected city attorney and will re- 
sign his office as county judge. 


Cloverport, Ky.—R. L. Oelze of this place, 
and Miss Sa:ah Campbell Veal of Vanville, 
Ky., were married a short time since. 


Lancaster, Ky.—L. B. Hubble has been 
elected city attorney of this place. 


New Orleans, La.—Judge and Mrs. Frank 
McGloin celebrated their silver wedding re 
cently and received the congratulations of 
hosts of friends. 


New Orleans, La.—Hon. Henry C. Miller 
has been appointed by Governor Foster to be 
a justice ot the supreme court of the State, in 
place of Judge Parlange, appointed by the 
President to be a judge of the United States 
district court of Louisiana. 


Vicksburg, Miss. — The firm of Gibson, 
Henry & Vullor has been dissolved, Mr. Vol- 
lor retiring to enter partnership with I. D. 
Marshall. 


Barnwell, 8S. C.—The firm of Bellinger & 
Thompson is dissolved by mutual consent. 
Mr. &G. Duncan Bellinger has formed a co- 
partnership with Will am H. Townsend, late 
of the firm of Elliott & Townsend, Beaufort, 
8S. C., under the firm name or Bellinger & 
‘Townsend, with offices at this point. Mr. G. 
G. Thompson of the late firm, it is understood, 
will practice alone for the present. 


Charleston, 8. C.—Joe Cantelon, recently 
admitted to the bar of Edgefield, has formed 
a partnership with A. J. Norris. 


Chattanooga, Tenn.—P. A. Smith, since 
the dissolution of the firm of Clift & Smith, 
which occurred the first of the year, has fit- 
ted up offices at 118 East seventh street, 
where be will hereafter be found ready to 
serve his clients. 


Chester, 8S. C.—The firm of Henry & Gage 
has been dissolved. Each member of the 
former firm will continue the practice on his 
own account. 


Memphis, Tenn. — Governor Turney on 
March ¥ appointed L. T. Cooper of this city, 
criminal court judge of Shelby county, to suc- 
ceed T. M. Scruggs, resigned. Judge Scruggs 
was appointed to succeed Judge Dubose, who 
was impeached last year. 

Memphis, Tenn.—Richard J. Southall, a 
prominent lawyer of this city, was married 
recently to Miss Dora Hull Sessions of 
Macon, Miss. 


Nashville, Tenn.—Edward E. Barthell, of 
the firm of Barthell & Keeble, and Miss 
Florence Freeman were married a short time 
since. 


Nashville, Tenn.—Hon. Tully Brown, the 
newly appointed district attorney has en- 
gaged Lee Brock as his assistant in the office 
until aiter the Aprilterm of the court. Mr. 
Brock has occupied this position under the 
retiring attorney, Mr. Ruhin. 

San Antonio, fex.—Col. W. L. Thompson 
and Howell M. Rice have formed a copartner- 
ship for the practice of law, and opened an 
office at 234 West Commerce street. 

San Saba, Tex.—Leigh Burleson and D. H. 
Meek form the new firm of Burleson & Meek. 

Bristol, Va.—Judge Martin B. Wood of this 
city, and Mrs. Mary W. Benton of Wineton, 
N. C., were married recently. 

Wheeling, W. Va.—Judge R. M. Easton 
has fitted up an office in the Collins block, 
‘for the practice of law. 









CENTRAL STATES. 


Aurora, Ill.—The tirm of Bacon & Cassem 
is about to dissolve, also that of Nichols & 
Hoover. Messrs. Bacon & Hoover will com- 
bine. 

Aurora. Ill.—Two Aurora law firms dis- 
solved last month, viz.: Bacon & Cassem 
and Nichols & Hoover. Messrs. Bacon & 
Hoover have come together as partners. 


Galesburg, Ill.—Col. Clark E. Carr, late 
Minister to Denmark has resumed practice in 
this place. 

Monmouth, J1l.—Hon. D. P. Phelps of this 
place and Justice Shope of the Illinois su- 
preme court are making arrangements to en- 
gage in the practice of law in Chicago. Judge 
Shope’s term of office expires soon, and Mr. 
Phelps’ duties as subtreasurer at Chicago 
will not require his entire attention. Judge 
Shope offered to resign from the bench a 
couple of years ago, if Mr. Phelps would go 
with him to Chicago then, but his business 
relations were such at that time that he 
could not do so. 


Rock Island, Ill.—Major H. C. Connelly 
and his son Bernard D. Connelly have formed 
a partnership under the style of Connelly & 
Connelly. Major Counelly is a practitioner 
of forty years experience and generally well 
known. His son has been in practice for five 
—_ past at Topeka, Kan., with the firm of 

outhitt, Jones & Mason. 


Springfield, 111—William L. Patton has 
entered the law tirm of Patton & Hamilton. 
The firm will be known as Patton, Hamilton 
& Patton. 

Urbana, Ill—F. L. Gillespie and J. H. 
Burns have sold out their interest in the 
Urbana Messenger and will engage in the 
practice of law. 


Bedford, Ind.—J. D. Alexander and Moses 
Dunn have dissolved partnersnip. 


Crawfordsville, Ind.—The firm of Hurley 
& Clodfelter has been dissolved. Judge 
Hurley will take in as his partner his son 
Frank, recently admitted to the bar here. 
Mr. Codfelter has formed a partnership with 
Claude Thompson. 


Elkhart, Ind.—O. Z. Hubbell and J. S. 
Dodge have formed a partnership to practice 
law. 


Frankfort, Ind.—Leonard J. Curtis has 
formed a partnership with Capt. J. N. Sims 
in the practice of law, under the firm name 
of Sims & Curtis. 

Indianapolis, Ind.—John W. Kern of this 
city has been appointed by Attorney-General 
Olney special assistant United States district 
attorney here. 

Kokomo, Ind.—S. A. Culver and C. A. 
Henry have formed a law partnership. 

South Bend, Ind.—T. W. Slick and H. H. 
Humphrey have formed a law partnership. 

Terre Haute, Ind.—H. Chas. Pugh resumed 
the practice of law, becoming again a mem- 
ber of the firm of Pugh & Pugh. 

Clinton, Ia.—Chase & Seaman, prominent 
lawyers here, have been retained by the Ger- 
man saving bank of Davenport, to conduct 
suit in the McLaughlin $8,000 forged mort- 
gage deal. 

Keosaqua, Ia.—County Attorney Geo. A. 
Holbut has sold his interest in the law firm 
of Holbut & Topping to Alex. Brown, and 
after April 1, the firm will be Brown & 
Topping. 

Sioux City, la.—The law firm of Wright & 
Hubbard is changed to Wright, Hubbard & 
Bevington, by the entrace of T. F. Bevington 
of this city into said firm. The offices of the 
new firm will remain as before, at rooms 201 
to 204 Iowa Savings Bank building. 

Sioux City, Iowa,— The partnership of 
Bevington & Foley has been dissolved and 
the firm has abandoned the idea of going to 
Califernia to locate. Mr. Bevi D ne 
into thefirm ofWright& Hub aselsew 
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| 

reported. Mr. Foley has not yet decided what | Hamilton, Ohio.—Ex-Governor Campbell 
to do, but expects to remove from Sioux City | has resumed the practice of law at this place. 
soon und locate elsewhere in the practice of | Hillsboro, Ohio.—Irwin Mc D. Smith was 
law, possibly at some point in California. —_| recently admitted to practice in the United 

Bay City, Mich.—Alfred P. Lyon of this | States courts. 
city has been appointed United Statesdistrict | Lima, Ohio.—Judge Lindemann and Horace 
attorney for the eastern district of Michigan | Reeves form a partnership to practice law. 

Detroit, Mich. — Charles T. Wilkins has | Perrysburg, Ohio —Freeman Bowers, re- 
been appointed assistant United States dis- | cent graduate of the law department of the 
trict attorney for the eastern district of | University of Michigan, has opened a law 
Michigan. | office here. He is a Perrysburg boy and 

Detroit, Mich.—Hon. Charles I. Walker, | starts with splendid prospects for success. 
long a leading lawyer here, has been re-| Youngstown, Ohio.—Judge Elliott M. Wil- 
moved to @ private asylum at Flint, owing | son recently retired from the office of probate 
to softening of the brain. He was born at | Judge, and George E. Rose, judge elect, as 


a Otsego county, N.Y., April 25, 
1814. 

Flint, Mich.—The co-partnership between 
Gold & Johnson has been dissolved and a 
new firm established in its stead between 
Judge Wm. Newtonand Grorge R. Gold. Ex- 
county clerk Murphy will also have a desk in 
the oftice with the firm. Hon.Mark W. Stevens 
and C. H. Johnson have also linked forces to 
wrestle with the problems of law. 


Lapeer, Mich.—E. C. White has again | 


associated himself with John A. Maclennan 
in the law business. The firm name wil) be 
Maclennan and White. They are well known 
and able lawyers. 


Manistee, Mich.—P. T. Glassmire and A. 
J. Erb have joined forces,under the firm name 
Glassmire & Erb. 


Three Rivers, Mich.—B. E. Andrews and 
E. E. Harwood of this place, have formed a 
ecm and opened a law office in Men- 

on. 

Canal Dover, Ohio.—James G. Patrick has 
formed a law partnership with A. L. Neely, 
in New Philadelphia ‘The new firm will be 
a strong one. 


Canton, Ohio.—J. J. Whitacre, for many 
— connected with the law firm of Case, 

onnot & Whitacre, has withdrawn from 
that firm and entered into a copartnership 
with Mong & McCarty, the firm name being 
changed to Mong, McCarty & Whitacre. 


Chillicothe, Ohio.—W. D. Leeper and L. 
A. Chapman have formed a partnership. 

Cincinnati, Ohio.—E. Potter Dustin and D. 
B. English have formed a co-partnersbip in 
law practice, having been formerly associated 
together. 


Cleveland, Ohio.—Walter A. Thieme of the 
firm of Thieme & Zangelle, and Miss Elsie 
Pluemer were recently married. 


Columbus, Ohio.—The following persons 
were recently licensed to practice by the su- 
preme court, after due examination : 


Cc. F. Adams, Olmstead Falls; Fred M. Black, New- 
ark; Charles T. Brooks, Salem; Wm. G. Burwell. Ply- 
mouth; James Marion Butler, Columbus: G. W. Bel 
nap, Cleveland; J. A. Bowman, Pierce; W. H 
A 3 V. Bish, Findlay; Ira B. Clark, Clay 
Centre; Charles B. Cranston, Cincinnati; Rollin F. 


ea 


. Brown, | 


| sumed the duties of the same. 

Youngstown, Ohio.—There was a change 
|in the well-known law firm of King & Mc- 
| Vey last month, Harry M. Robinson, who 
| has practiced law in this city for three or 
| four years, becoming a partner. The new 
| firm name is King, McVey & Robinson. 


Wapakoneta, Ohio.—J. J. Connaughton 
| and W. E. Detwiler have formed a partner- 
| ship. 

Eau Claire, Wis.—William H. Frawley, dis- 
| trict attorney of Eau Claire county, and Miss 
| Ida Randall were married recently. 

| Eau Clair, Wis.—T. F. Frawley of this 
| city, and Thomas Bundy, until lately of 
| Superior, have formed a partnership under the 
firm name of Frawley & Bundy. 


| Milwaukee, Wis —John T. Fishand Alfred 
L. Cary recently organized the firm of Fish 
| & Cary. 


| Milwaukee, Wis.—H. J. Killilea has be- 
| come one of the local counsel of the Chicago, 
| Milwaukee & St. Paul railroad. 


| Milwaukee, Wis.—A. J. Clarke, on motion 
| of J. Pereles, was recently admitted 
| to practice before Judge Jenkins in the 
| United States circuit court. 


Milwaukee Wis.—A recently organized law 
firm is that of Van Vechten & Kow who are 
| located in. the Loan & Trust Building. The 
| individual members are Edwin F. Van 
| Vechten of Milwaukee, and Orrin W. Bow, 
formerly of Green Lake County. 


Milwaukee, Wis.—The firm of Miller,Noyes 
& Miller, consisting of B. K. Miller, Sr., Geo. 
H. Noyes, Geo. P Miller and B. K. Miller, 
Jr., was augmented last month, by the ad- 
mission of George H. Wahl, asa partner. 


| Oshkosh, Wis.—Charles Barber, a promi- 
| nent attorney here, and Mary Billings were 
recently married. 


Superior, Wis.—A. M. Flagg has sold his 
law library and will go into the newspaper 
| business. 





Waukesha, Wis.—Holmes Daubner has en- 
| tered into parnership with Judge T. C. Mar- 


Crider, Columbus; Harry L. Conn, Van Wert; H.C. tin. 
DeRan, Fremont; John W. Enright, Toledo; G orge F. | 
Eshenroder, Milan; Edward A. Foote, Cincinnati; Ulin | 
M. Farber, Mansfield; Charles K. Friedman, Toledo; 
Ernest L. Finley, Mt. Pleasant; George M. Fields, | 
Graytown; Charles G. Griffiths, Zanesville; Frank L | 


—_—- + - 
WESTERN STATES. 
Phoenix, Ariz.—Ross & Ross is the name 





Harris, Payn-; Edward D. Howard, Columbus; Aaron | 


Hahn, Cl-ve and; S. W. Hansbary, Cleveland; James 


F. Johnston, Petersburgh ; I. Q. Jordan, Wilmington; | 
. Jones, Van Wert; Clarence E. Jones, Dela- | 


Lambert W 
ware; Beatr ce Kelly, Steubenville; Cha:les H. Keat- 
ing. Mansfield; H. Wilbur Kuntz, Caldwell; Frank P. 

ler, Canton; George E. Kobler, Akron; Judson R. 
Linthicum, Napoleon; W. B. Locke, Olmsted Falls; R. 


H. Langford, bowling Green; A. J_ Lusk, New Hramp- | 


shire; F. S McGowan, Cleveland; Harry W. McMahon, 
Columbus; John C. Madden, Rice ; Walter L. Maitin- 
dale, Ada; O. H. Mosier, Pickerington; Charl s W. 
Meck, Toledo; John H. Myers, Leesburg. W. Dale 
Meals, Cleveland ; H. D. Messick, North Bristo)]; Chas. 
Motz, Akron; Edmund E. Nutt, Sidney; Robert s. 
Parks, Chardon; W. J. Richie, Lima; Edward S. Raw- 
son, Cincinnati; Thomas Reed, Marysville, George Cc. 
Rings, West Unity ; Robert S. Roush, HilJsboro; Thos. 
F. stone, Cable; Fred. H. Sears, Daytin; Joseph H. 
Salteman, Ada; J. D. Snyder, Fostoria; M. C. Sba er, 
Findley; Clyde L. Taylor, Jefferson; William J. Tos- 
sell, Jefferson, W. B. Whiting, Cieveland; Charles H. 
Workman, Mansfield; H. B. Weaver, Nebraska: Mal- 
colm a Williams, Toledo; T.S. Maddux, Wash- 
ington C. H. 


of the latest legal co-partnership formed here. 
| The members are Henry D. Ross and John W. 
Ross. 


Phoenix, Ariz.—Chief Justice Baker recent- 
ly gave a banquet to the associate justices of 
the supreme court of Arizona and to the vis- 
iting members of the Territorial bar. There 
were present: Associate Justices Sloan, Hawk- 
ins and Rouse, Thomas Fitch, J. C. Herndon, 
C.F. Ainsworth, W. H. Barnes, F. J. Heney, 
W.K. Meade, E. J. Edwards, Calvert Wilson, 
N. A. Morfort and J. L. B. Alexander. The 
toasts and their sponsors were as follows: 
“The Supreme Bench,” Justice R. E. Sloan; 
“Heroism,” Judge W. H. Barnes; ‘‘The Bar,” 
J. C. Herndon; ‘‘The United States,” Justice 
Owen T. Rouse; ‘“‘The Arizona Lawyer,” E. J. 
Edwards; ‘‘The Press,” N. A. Morford; ‘The 
State of Arizona,” Justice Hawkins; ‘‘The 
Ladies,” Thomas Fitch. 





. 





Denver, Colo.—S. D. Walling has removed 
his offices to No. 404 Equitable building. 

Hutchinson, Kan.—J. W. Race and John 
W. Roberts formed a partnership last month, 
and make a strong combination. 


Lawrence, Kan.—Senator H. B. Kelley and 
zs M. McHale have formed a law partnership 

ere. 

Kansas City, Mo.—H. L. McCune, formerly 
of the Jaw tirm of Dobson, Doggett & Me. 
Cune, dissolved, will continue to practice at 
the firm’s old office in the New England 
building. He will be assisted by James W. 
8. Peters of the city law department. 

Kansas City, Mo.—On the 1st of February 
Judge O. L. Miller retired from the law firm 
of Hutchings, Keplinfier & Miller, and, asso- 
ciated with him, Robert E. Morris, opening 
an office in the rooms formerly occupied by 
Hon. J. K. Cubbison. Mr. Fred Hutchings 
and Judge L. W. Keplinger continue the co- 
partnership that has existed for seve:al years, 


Kansas City, Mo.—On account of the re- 
cent elevation of Judge C. L. Dobson te the 
circuit bench, the firm of Dobson, McCune & 
Doggett has been dissolved. As rapidly as 
possible the business of the firm has has been 
arranged, and recently Herbert L. Doggett 
entered into a partnership with Grant I. 
Rosenzweig, the firm to be Doggett, & Rosen- 
zweig, and to occupy offices on the eighth 
floor of the New York Life building. 


St. Louis, Mo.—Thomas W. Peabody, of 
the law firm of Peabody & Bently has been, 
admitted to the bar of the United States cir- 
cuit court. 


Livingston, Mont.—The forming of a co. 
Sz between John T. Smith and M, 
. Wilson was one of the changes of the new 


year. 

Broken Bow, Neb.—M. McSherry and J. B. 
Smith have dissolved partnership. 

Broken Bow, Neb.—A deal was recently 
consumated between the firms of Shinn & 
Wallace and Hutchinson & Dickinson, in 
which W. R. Hutchinson retires from the 
firm of Hutchinson & Dickinson and a new 
firm by the name of Dickinson, Shinn & Wal- 
lace succeeds them. 

Grand Island, Neb.—J. A. Edgerton has 
opened a law office here. 


Crystal, N. D.—Robert McMurchie of this 
— was recently married to Miss Laura 
Jastman of Smithville, Ohio. 
Guthrie, Okla.—J. R. Keaton and John H. 
Cotteral have formed a law tirm here. 


Guthrie, Okla.—Judge A. G. C. Bierer hav- 
ing been appointed associate justice of the su- 
preme court, the well-known law firm of 
Bierer & Cottefal has been dissolved. The 

rominent firm of Keaton & Turner has also 
n dissolved and Messrs. J. R. Keaton and 
John H. Cotteral, formerly of these firms, 
have formed a partnership under the style 
Keaton & Cotteral. 

Provo, Utah. —The legal firm of King & 

Houtz have given notice of dissolution. 
—_a>_____ 


PACIFIC STATES. 


Tacoma, Wash.—John H. Romane has been 
appointed county attorney of Asotin county. 


Tacoma, Wash.—The well-known firm of 
Dunning, Richards,Murray & Pratt, has been 
dissolved, Messrs. N. C. Richards and C. A. 
Murray succeeding thereto under the firm 
name of Richards & Murray. 

——__—___—— 


CANADA. 

London, Ont.—J. H. A. Beattie, late of Mere- 
dith, Fisher & Beattie, barristers, etc., has 
severed his connection with that firm and 
opened an office at 874 Dundas street. 

St. Johns, N. B.—W. H. Trueman and 
Chas. H. McIntyre have formed a partner- 
ship under the firm name of Traeman & 
Mcintyre. 

St. Johns. N. B.—A new legal firm has been 
established by Hon. C. N. Skinner taking 
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into partnership his two sons, Sherwood A. 
M. and Charles St. C. Skinner. The firm 
game will be C. N. Skinner & Sons. 

Toronto, Can.—Hon. 8. C. Biggs has re- 
gamed the practice of law in this city. 

Winnipeg, Man., Can.—Hon. Joseph Martin 
has admitted to partnership P. M. Thomp- 
gon, a rising young local barrister. Mr. Ur- 

nhart, who has been with Mr. Martin for 
gme time, thinks of going to California as 
his health is rather precarious. 

Toronto, Ont. — The legal firm hitherto 
known by the style of Macdonald, MacIntosh 
& McCrimmon is reconstructed. R.C.Clate, 
the well-known Queen’s counsel of Belleville, 
and J. A. Mills of McMichael, come in, and 
the firm is known under the double style of 
Clute, Macdonald & Mills and Clute, 
MacIntosh & McCrimmon. The firm as origi- 
nally constituted had already begun to oc- 
cupy aprominent position in the legal roll, 
and with these important accessions to its 
strength, its success on a more extended scale 
may be confidently looked forward to. 


Yarmouth, N. 8.—Samuel McDonnell, bar- 
rister, has been appointed a member of the 
executive council of Nova Scotia. He is 
now running as a candidate for the County 
of Inverness, as a colleague of Mr. John 
McKinnon. 

i 


NEWS ITEMS, 


Charles I. Rawson of Oxford, Mass., was 
arrested last month charged with larceny. 


M. Marcellus Nelson of Salt Lake, Utah, 
has been convicted of the crime of embezzle- 
ment. 

A. E. Hull of Chicago, Ill., has been ar- 
rested on a charge of attempting to extort 
money. 

A warrant charging embezzlement has 
been issued for the arrest of Julius C. Fitz- 
gerald of Newark, N. J. 

William Warner of New York city, has 
been committed to the city prison for one 
month for continued drunkenness. 


J. E. Griff of Denver, Col., was recently 
discharged by the court in proceedings 
brought against him charging him with lar- 
ceny as bailee. 

James T. Fishleigh of Salt Lake, Utah, 
was arrested in Omaha, Neb., last month ona 
tele from the former place, charging him 
with grand larceny. 


Proceedings to disbar H. H. Lowenthal of 
San Francisco, Cal., were instituted in the 
supreme court recently, based on charges of 
anprofessional conduct. 

Peter M. Baum of Great Falls, Mont., left 
that state pending disbarment proceedings, 
upon which a decree has since been rendered 
against him. He is said to be in Chicago. 

Louis A. C. Miller of Washington, D. C., is 
said to have fled the city under several 
charges of professional and financial irregu- 
larity. He was formerly of Petersburg, Va. 

The residence of C. M. Frazier, a prominent 
lawyer of Silverton, Col., was burned recent- 
ly. The honse cost several thousand dollars, 
and an insured for $2,000, and $1,000 on the 

iture. 

August P. Richer of Camden, N. J., has 

n served with a warrant accusing him of 
embezzlement. One of Richer’s clients charges 


t he is short in his accounts to the extent 
of $483.73. 


Charles E. Reeve of Chicago, Ill., was re- 
cently arrested on a capias issued by Jud 
Tuthill in a suit by a former client brought 
to recover a sum of money said to have been 
obtained by false pretenses. 


R. L. Polk & Co., of Detroit, bave sued 
Joseph Crown, an attorney of Pittsburgh, Pa., 
for $1,314. The plaintiffs allege they placed 
§number of claims in Crown’s possession for 
‘llection, and the amount sought to be re- 
covered has not been ocpeentell’ for. 














E. B. Graham of Port Huron, Mich., but 
previously of Lexington, has left the former 
place, under charges of dishonesty. A war- 
rant has been issued against him for embez- 
zlement and he is badly in debt. 


Charles D. G. McKay, of Exchange and Port 
Allegany, Pa., was disbarred from practice 
as an attorney before the Interior Depart- 
ment at Washington, D. C., on March 12. 
Demanding illegal fees in pension cases was 
the cause. 

W. H. Schooley of New York city, indicted 
for forgery and grand larceny and at liberty 
on bail, as previously noted in these columns, 
failed to appear when his case was called for 
trial, and a bench warrant was issued for his 
arrest. 


John C. Bender of St. Joseph, Mo., has 
been arrested onacharge of receiving excess- 
ive fees from applicants for pensions. Bender 
has heretofore been before the authorities on 
similar charges and other complaints are also 
brought against him now. 


M. M. Madigan, formerly of Fox Lake, Wis., 
lately district attorney of Redwood county, 
Minn., has been convicted of perjury and sen- 
tenced to three years and three months in 
prison at Stillwater, Minn. Charges of for- 
gery are also hanging over him. 


The court house at Mora, Minn., burned 
March 9. The records contained in the vault 
are thought to be safe. The fire started in the 
treasurer’s office, but its origin is unknown. 
Loss, about $6,000; insurance, $3,000. J.C. 
Pope, county attorney, lcses a valuable law 
library. 

Aiter a —— tedious trial lasting sev- 
eral days, T. Bond Haughawont of Carthage, 
Mo., the well-known criminal lawyer of the 
southwest, was disbarred from practice until 
Dec. 1. The charges against him were bri- 
bery and unprofessional conduct. He at 
once gave bond and made affidavit for ap- 
peal. 

Disbarment proceedings have been insti- 
tuted against E. P. Cadwell of Bozeman, 
Mont., for dishonorable practices. R. J. 
Hickman, of the same place has left the state 
and mapy anxious creditors, including the 
clerk of the supreme court to whom he gave 
a worthless check in payment for his license 
to practice. 

C. C. Snyder, the well-known Tennessee 
lawyer, who was disbarred eight years ago, 
by the late Judge John Baxter, was restored 
to his right to practice last month by Judge 
Key, after hearing a report of a committee 
composed of Robert Pritchard, F. O. Wert, 
and M. B. CTift. Snyder is at present chief 
deputy Sheriff of Hamilton county. 


There is a strong likelihood that the name 
of G. C. Kennedy, the embezzling lawyer, of 
Lancaster, Pa., will be very shortly stricken 
from the roll of the Lancaster Bar. The first 
step looking to this end was taken last month 
when a meeting of the Board of Censors of 
the Bar was held at which the necessary 
preliminary matters were arranged. Ken- 
nedy, it is said, is in Baltimore or somewhere 
in the South. 

The Kansas State Court-Reporters’ Associa- 
tion was formed in Topeka recently, with the 
following officers for the first term: Presi- 
dent, R. H. Gay of Topeka; vice-president, 
C. E. Carroll of Alma; secretary, Charles 
Fredericks of Fort Scott ; assistant secretary, 
Miss Emma E. Lowe of Emporia; treasurer, 
Justice Davis of Wellington. All court re- 
porters and other stenographers who can 
write 150 words a minute are entitled to 
membership. 


The Bar Association of Idaho county, Utah, 
has been iovestigating charges preferred 
against J. F. Ailshie and Mark W. Musgrove, 
both of whom are well known in Salt Lake 
City. Thetwoattorneys were charged by the 
Grangeville Free Press and Justice of the 
Peace Robbins with having adopted means of 
a questionable character to influence the lat- 
ter to decide a case pending before him in 


favor of their client. The Bar Association 
exonerated the accused attorneys. 


Prosecuting Attorney O. S. Clark of Battle 
Creek, Mich., on March 10, filed information 
with J udge Smith of the Calhoun county cir- 
cuit court, against Will A. Crosby of this 
city, charging him with furnishing money 
to the principal witness for the bg aes ina 
criminal case, so that he should leave for 
Canada and not appear against the defend- 
ant, whose attorney Crosby was. If this can 
be proven against Crosby and the evidence 
is said to be very strong, it is probable that 
he will be debarred from practice. 

Adam Finck of No. 79 Cedar street, New 
York city, has been arrested on an order is- 
sued by Judge Pryor of the court of common 
pleas, on complaint of a client who alleges 
that Finck, representing that he was about 
to negotiate a loan of $1,C00 to one Henry S. 
Jones. He got the plaintiff to lend him $500, 
alleging that as collateral security on the 
loans, he, the defendant, held $2,000 of Erie 
Railway bonds. The client alleges that Jones 
isa myth, and that Finck never used the 
money as he said he would. Bail was placed 
at $1,000. 

Fire broke out in the Law Exhange build- 
ing in Boffalo, N. Y., on March 11, and only 
the prompt work on the part of the firemen 
saved the structure from total destruction. 
The fire started in the law offices of Humph- 
rey, Lockwood & Hoyt on the top floor and 
completely gutted the same. Smoke and 
water damaged the offices of Col. S. M. 
Welch, F. E. Munger, Herman Hennig, Irvin 
W. Cole, Jacob A. Dress, M. T. MeCormic 
and C. E. Forsythe. The water rushed into 
the offices on the lower floors and many law 
— suffered. About $5,000 damage was 

one. 

Fred S. Parker of Superior, Wis., has been 
indicted by the grand jury of North Dakota 
on the charge of assisting a prisoner to es- 
cape. Mr. Parker was formerly an attorne 
at Ellendale, N. D., and the case out of whic 
the indictment has grown, was on trial last 
fall. The prisoner was released on his own 
recognizance and then left for England. 
Charles Ackley, the justice who released the 
prisoner, has also been indicted and was re- 
cently brought back from Valesco, Texas, by 
the sheriff. Mr. Parker claims that a con- 
spiracy is behind the whole matter and will 
fight the case, in the mean time he says it is 
giving him no worry. 

In the new Public Library building of Ex- 
eter, N. H., now nearing completion, will 
doubtless be placed a bronze or marble bust 
of Judge Henry F. French, to whose efforts 
the library mainly owes its existence. He re- 
sided in Exeter from 1841 to 1859, and daring 
this period was county solicitor, bank com- 
missioner and judge of the court of common 
pleas. In 1859 he removed to Massachusetts, 
and was there assistant district attorney for 
the county of Suffolk and president of theState 
Agricultural College. In 1876 he was appoint- 
ed second assistant secretary of the treasury, 
and filled the office until the first accession 
of President Cleveland. He died at Concord, 
Mass., in 1885. He had, born in Exeter, two 
sons, William M. R., director of Chicago’s 
Art Institute, and Daniel C., the eminent 
sculptor. They have intimated their willing- 
ness to present to the library a bust of their 
father, and have asked if the gilt would be 
acceptable. Should an affirmative answer be 
made, as, doubtiess, will be the case, Sculptor 
French will reproduce in more enduring ma- 
terial an excellent bust executed by himself 
in plaster, and will arrange for a suitable 
pedestal or background. 








The Kent Club of the Yale law school was 
addressed last month on the subject, “Natu- 
ral Taxation,” by Hon. John G. Shearman, a 
member of the New York bar. Besides the 
members of the club many of their friends 
were present, making a large audience. This 
. lecture in the second on the course. The next 





one will be delivered by Chauncey M. Depew. 
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Hon. A. H. Whitfield, professor of law in 
the University of Mississippi, has been ap- 
pointed associate justice of the supreme court, 
— is most admirably equipped for that 
office. 


Ex-Governor William E. Russell,of Boston, 
has notified the faculty of the Ya'’e Law 
School that he has accepted the invitation to 
deliver the lecture before the graduating 
class at the annual commencement exercises. 
They will take place on June 26. Mr. Rus- 
sell’s subject has not yet been chosen. 

The faculty of the law department of Wes- 
tern Reserve University at Cleveland, 0O., 
held a meeting recently, took dinner and dis- 
cussed matters pertaining to the school. 
Those present were: President, Charles F. 
Thwing, Profs. E. H. Hopkins, registrar; P. 
H. Kaiser, H. A. Garfield, T. E. Burton and 
Henry C. White. 

The senior class of the Jaw department of 
the University of Maryland, at Baltimore, 
elected officers last month as follows: Presi- 
dent, John Glover Wilson; vice-president, 
Albert A. Bergland; secretary, James Mur- 
ray ; treasurer, Redmond C. Stewart; execu- 
tive committee, Clarence W. Perkins, Elias 
Reifsnider, Henry W. Venable, W. E. Bonn, 
and Emanuel Herman. 


A new organization, to be known as the 
Dickinson Law Society has been formed by 
the students of the Dickinson School of Law 
at Carlisle, Pa. The following officers have 
been elected: President, 8S. B. Stoner; vice- 
president, C. Bascheve; secretary, E.W.Shve- 
maker ; treasurer, E. Klingenberg; sergeant- 
at-arms, W. C. Lackey. A bright future for 
the society is predicted. 


Prof. Tiedman, of the law school of the 
University of New York, is recovering from 
his recent illness, and it is said that he will 
probably be able to return in time to take 
charge of his branch of the examinations at 
the end of the year. His place has mean- 
while been filled by Prof. Isaac F. Russell. 
Myer S. Isaacs is at present delivering a series 
of lectures before the senior law class. 


Denver Law Schoo!. Booth M. Malone, A. 
B., LL. B., has been invited to conduct the 
instruction in criminal law before the junior 
class. 
Sylvester G. Williams of Denver, has offer- 
ed a prize of $75 to the writer of the best es- 
say on ‘‘ The Legal Status of Associated la- 
bor,” open to the members of the senior class- 
es of the Denver law school at Boulder, Col. 

Dr. Oscar Reuter began his course on 
** Wills ” last month. 
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Prof. Charles J. Hughes’ lecture on ‘‘ Min- 
ing Law” will probably be given in May. 


At a recent meeting of the Law Students 
Society, of Winnipeg, Man., a large number 
o1 the students were present to listen to a pa- 
per entitled ‘‘The Referee in Chambers,” by 
W.F. Hull. This was followed by a debate, 


. “Resolved that the Grand Jury Should be 


Abolished,” in which the affirmative was 
taken by Messrs. Brown and Odell, and the 
negative by Messrs. Andrews and Dubuc. 
After an able handling of the subject, the 
president gave his award in favor of the 
affirmative. The students then indulged in 
@ general discussion of the topic. The meet- 
ing expressed its thanks to Mr. Hull for his 
highly practical and excellent paper. 


The annual meeting of the Society of the 
Alumni of the Law Department of the Uni- 
versity of Pennsylvania was held recently. 
The following officers were elected for the 
ensuing year: President, J. Sargeant Price ; 
vice-presidents, John K. Valentine and Hon. 
Wm. B. Hanna; recording secretary, H. L. 
Geyelin; corresponding secretary, Hampton 
L. Carson; treasurer, George Vaux, Jr.; 
board of managers, Samuel (. Perkins, Frank 
P. Prichard, John Douglas Brown, Jr., Wm. 
M. Stewart, Jr., Russell Duane, Chas. H. G. 
Esling, Chas. F. Gummey, Jr., Effingham B. 
Morris, Harry 8. Hopper, Frank M. Ritter, 
Joseph B. Townsend, Jr., Eli K. Price, Jr., 
Francis Chapman, Howard H. Sypher, C. 
Wilford Conard. 


The class of 93 of the Metropolis Law 
School of New York city held its midwinter 
dinner a short time since. Forty of last 
year’s graduates of the school, among whom 
were many new fledged lawyers, sat down to 
a menu of blue points a la Revised Statutes, 
quail on toast a Ja counsel fee aud alimony 
et al., devised by the dinner committee, 
Messrs. William Phlippeau and Francis M. 
Applegate. Mortimer Bishop, the pioneer 
lawyer of the class, acted as toast master, 
and amid genial fellowship, interspersed with 
music and recitations, the following toasts 
were responded to: “The Alumni Associa- 
tion,” Max Meyer; “Our New Lawyers,” 
Charles L. Applegate; ‘‘The Ladies,” T. C. 
Press ; ‘‘The Bar,” Robert J. Fox; ‘‘The Me- 
tropolis Law School,” James G. Blauvelt. 


The members of the Senior class in the 
Dickinson School of Law, who are candidates 
for graduation and the degree of Bachelor of 
Law, are required to furnish a thesis of not 
less than 5,000 words upon some approved 
legal topic. The following subjects have 
been submitted to Prof. William Trickett, 
dean of the school, by the class of ’94: 

Clarence Balentine, Philadelphia—‘Criminal Libel.” 

J. Albert Baxtresser, Elizabethtown, Pa.—‘:Distress 
for Rent.” 

S. Harvey Beetom, Carlisle—‘‘Liability of Partners 


B. Frank Harper, Philadelphia—‘Ultra Vires Acts.” 
Pe ny A. Henderson, Spruce Creek, Pa.—''Implieg 
sts.” 
Warren M. Henderson, Spruce Creek, Pa.—‘The 
Measure of Damages for the Exercise of the Right of 
Eminent Domain.” 


The plans for the new building to be devoted 
to the Yale Law School, at New Haven, Conn,, 
have been completed. The new building will 
be located where the graduate club now 
stands upon the Anketell estate in Elm street, 
A year ago the Yale faculty purchased the 
a pai at an offset price of $60,000. Ground 
will probably be broken this month. 

The front of the new building will be of 
Tuckhoe marble. It will consist of three 
stories and will have three front entrances, 
the center one leading to a corridor which 
will lead to the rear of the edifice. A 37 by 
46 feet lecture hall will be constructed op 
site the reception room, the latter connecting 
with the dean’s private office. 

Most of the second floor will be taken up 
by another lecture room, measuring 60 by §2 
feet, with a connecting senior reception room, 
The study hall, the apartment most to be de- 
sired in the Yale Law School, will occupy 
the entire section of the third story, with the 
exception of generous space to be alloted for 
library and reading purposes. The structure 
will cost $150,000 and will be fitted up with 
the best appliances in the way of heating and 
plumbing. 


Students of the Northwestern University 
Law School began the third term of the pres- 
ent college year March 28, in the elegant and 
commodious quarters which have recently 
been provided for them on the seventh floor 
of the Masonic Temple, Chicago. The new 
home was formally opened March 17. The 
alumni association of the law school had 
charge of the exercises, and addresses were 
made by men ewinent in the legs] profession. 
James H. Raymond, president of the associa- 
tion, was in the chair. The first speaker was 
President Henry Wade Rogers, of the univer- 
sity. He was followed by Judge Horton, 
Professor Blewett Lee, of the law school, and 
Mr. Lyman, president, and Mr. Furness, 
chairman of the committee on legal educa 
tion of the Chicago Bar Association. Judge 
Woods, of the United States court of appeals, 
and many other well known men of the law 
wero present. 

‘The new rooms are finely furnished and 
present an attractive appearance. Portraits 
of eminent jurists, from Blackstone to men of 
the present day, adorn the walls. Chief Jus- 
tice Melville W. Fuller has presented his pic 
ture to the school and it has been hung over 
the platform in the lectnre-room. The por- 
traits of Justices Harlan, Brewer and Brown, 
of the supreme court of the United States, 
and of Daniel Webster are also hung in this 
room, while a handsome clock which has been 
presented to the school, will complete the 





inter se.” 
William M. Curry, Danville, Pa.—‘*The Liquor Li- 
cense Law.” 


furniture of the lectare-room. In the prac- 
| tice court room are hung pictures of Judge 


R Banister Gibson, Carlisle— Incompetency of | Horton, Dr. N. S. Davis, professor of medical 
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Booth, former dean of the school. The li- 
brary-room has the portraits of Blackstone, 
of Judge Cooley, formerly chief justice of 
Michigan, and of Judah P. Benjamin, the au- 
thor of ‘“‘ Benjamin on Sales.” An effort is on 
foot to provide the school with a complete 
law library of its own. 


The annual dinner of the faculty of law of 
the McGill University, at Montreal, Que., 
was held recently. Gordon W. McDougall, 
B. A., president of the faculty, presided. Af- 
ter the dinner was enjoyed he announced, 
that having done justice to “Res Gastrono- 
mica ;” there was along toast list to come. 
He thanked Justice Jette, the Dean of Laval 
for honoring them with his presence, and 
proposed the toast to the Queen. 

W. Patterson, M. A., 95, then proposed the 
toast, ‘Alma Mater.” 

In the absence of A. Jobnson, M.A., LL.D., 
acting principal and vice-president of the 
faculty. F. Topp, B.A., B.C.L., responded 
appropriately. 

. C. Walsh, B.A., 1895, proposed the ‘“‘Dean 
and Professors.” 

Prof. McGoun, M.A , spoke in the absence 
of Justice Doherty. 

“The Bench and the Bar’ was proposed by 
R. T. Mullin. 

Hon. Justice Davidson, in rm paid a 
tribute to the late Peter Redpath. 

J. C. Martin responded also, in the absence 
of Hon. J. 8. Hall, Q.C., M.P.P. 

P. C. Ryan outlined the ibilities of the 
profession of law, and F. W. Hibbard spoke 
to the toast also. 

Philip Sheridan, ’95 proposed ‘‘Laval Uni- 
versity.” 

Amid rousing cheers for Laval, Judge Jette, 
dean of the law faculty of Laval, expressed 
his sympathy and appreciation of the friend- 
ly teeling between the sister universities. 

“Sister Faculties” then kept the boys busy. 
It was proposed by C. Gaudet, B.A., 1895. 
E. Bond, McGill, Arts; E. G. L. Wolf, B.A, 
Medicine, W. Duff, Science; and A. A. Mon- 
don and P. C. Beaubien for Laval, responded. 

C. D. White, 1896, and A. G. Jones, 1894, 
both made clever speeches to the “Graduating 
Class” toast, while last, bat by no means 
least; W. Gamble, 1895, and Louis Boyer, 
1896, spoke for ‘The Freshmen.” 


—_—_—__ +> —__——. 
BOOK REVIEW. 


CRIMINOLOGY. — By Arthur MacDonald. 
Large 12mo, cloth, 416 pp., withBibliobgraphy 
of Crime, etc., $2. New York, London and 
Toronto: Funk & Wagnalls Company. 


The science of crime and criminals opens 
up a vast field of great interests, not only to 
the scholar who investigates causes and 
sequences, classes and peculiarities, but to 
the ordinary thoughtful man who, recogniz- 
ing the awful effects of crime, and realizing 
something of the almost innumerable number 
of criminals, desires to know of these phenom- 
ena in their relations to society, to the hnman 
race. In this age of “‘better things” we have 


been led to believe that while the punish- 
ment of criminals is necessary for the pro- 
tection of life and property, yet the preven- 
tion of crime is the disideratum devoutly 
wished for. To effect this, as far as possible, 
is the problem to be solved, and those who 
are attempting its solution have investigated 
the causes of crime, not sin in the abstract, 
but crime in its awful concrete power. Find 
and analyze the causes, and then remove 
them, is the only scientific solution of this 
problem. 

Heretofore, the works upon this branch of 
science have been in the main such as only 
students would appreciate; but, while we 
have in this work a scholarly treatment of 
the subject, as the result of years of expert 
study and research, we have also in this 
book a popular treatment by which the sub- 
ject is brought within the comprehension of 
those not specialists. 

The clergyman, the lawyer, the student of 
sociology, the philanthropist, and, indeed, 
all men who are in any way concerned, try 
ing to lift society to a higher ground, will 
find this book to be intensely practical and 
interesting. Its value in this special line of 
investigation will be at once admitted. We 
risk the assertion that this work of Dr. Mac- 
Donald’s will take rank as the text book in 
the English language on criminology. 

The author’s preparation for this work has 
consisted in a course of study in the Univer- 
sity of Rochester, Princeton, and Andover 
Theological Seminaries, Union Theological 
Seminary, Harvard University, John Hopkins 
University, University of Berlin, University 
of Leipzig, University of Paris, Universities 
of Zurich and Vienna, and Clark University, 
Worcester, Mass. 

His plans also included special visits to the 
principal prisons and charitable institutions 
in England, France, Germany, Belgium, 
Switzerland, Austria, Italy, and America. 
He passed two entire summers with criminals 
in our best institutions at Rochester, Elmira. 
Auburn, and at other points. He was locked 
in cells with criminals in order to become 
more fully learned concerning them. He 
served as United States Delegate to the In- 
ternational Society of Criminal Authropology 
at Brussels, 1892, and is Specialist in Educa 
tion as related to Abnormal and Weakling 
Classes, U. 8. Bureau of Education. 

The main work closes with some general 
practicable conclusions which are worthy of 
close attention. An extensive and exhaustive 
bibliography of crime, of the best books and 
articles, in the several languages, follow. No 
other such bibliography has ever been issued. 


NATURAL 
Boston: Lee and 


THE POLITICAL ECONOMY OF 
Law.—By Henry Wood. 
Shepard, $1.25. 

Messrs. Lee and Shepard have issued a new 
book by Henry Wood, author of ‘Ideal Sug- 
gestions,” “‘God’s Image in Man,” “Edward 
Burton,” etc., under the above title. Its 
purpose is to outline a political economy 
which is practical and natural rather than 





theoretical and artificial, being a study of 


inherent laws and principles. In 1887 this 
author issued a volume entitled, ‘Natural 
Law in the Business World,” which was well 
received and passed through several editions. 
The present book is not a revised edition, 
but substantially a new book of double the 
size. 

The titles of a few of the twenty-four chap- 
ters will give some idea of its contents. 
Among them are, The Law of Co-operation, 
The Law of Competition, Combinations of 
Capital, Combinations of Labor, Profit Shar- 
ing, Socialism, Economic Legislation, Can 
Capital and Labor be Harmonized, The Dis- 
tribution of Wealth, The Centralization of 
Business, Booms and Panics, Money and Coin- 
age, Tariffs and Protection, Industrial Edu- 
cation, etc., etc. 

Political Economy is interpreted from the 
stand point of evolution and natural law. 
The idealism and optimism of this book 
strongly a it from many of the pes- 
simistic treatises of the present time. 

Mr. Wood has the faculty of rendering this 
usually dry subject not only instructive but 
positively entertaining. He has given many 
years of careful study to the practical phases 
of social economics, in their relation to Na- 
tural Law, and each chapter is thoroughly 
original and telling in its special department. 


——  ——— 


PHILADELPHIA, Pa.: ‘‘It seemed to me 
that your agree was a valuable one. I was 
particularly interested in the pages devoted 


to bar associations.” FRANCIS RAWLE. 
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Fifth Edition, 1894, revised and 


LreonarD A. JONES. 
enlarged. Vol. I., pp. xvi -\- 967. 
2 vols. 8 vo., sheep, $12.00, net. 


The fifth edition has been thoroughly revited and reprinted throughout. It 
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several pages of new matter. The size of the page in this edition has been enlarged, 
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with so much thoughtfol method.”—T. M. CooLey, late Chief Justice of 
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REMOVALS. 


Thomas Bundy moves from Superior to Eau Clair, 
is. 
ur C. Lewis hasremoved from Buffalo to Brocton, 


W. H. Gilman has moved his office from Adams to 
Watertown, N. Y. 

T. J. Searls has left Bay City, Mich., and is now in 
practice in Auburn, N. Y. 

P. A. Lee has left Cohoes for Poughkeepsie, N. Y., 
where he will practice law. 

De Witt C. Miller, late of Lisle, N. Y., has located in 
Newark Valley in that State. 

Charles W. Bolen has gone to Columbus, Ohio, from 
Union City, Ind., to practice. 

Col. J. L. Camp, formerly of Tallapoosa, Fla., bas re- 
cently located in Cardele, Ga. 

C. A. Van Allen, of Carthage, N. Y., has decided to 
remove to Theresa, in the same State. 

T. F. Smith, of Abilene, Kan., is said to be contem- 
plating an early removal to Oklahcma. 

P. G. Reyson, of Fort Scott, Kan., is said to be con- 
templating a settlement in Preston, Ia. 

E. M. Thatcher. a Chicago lawyer, will succeed to D. 
C. Walker's law business in Capac, Mich. 

Judge Carr, of Emmetsburg, Ia., has decided to lo- 
cate in Des Moines for the practice of law. 

George R. Peck, the well known lawyer of Topeka, 
Kan., has located permanently in Chicago, Ill 

J. S. Boller, of Tulare, Cal., has moved to Porter- 
ville, where he will continue the practice of law. 


Col. J. E. Titus, who located in Orange from Worce- 
, Mass., some three years ago, contemplates return- 
ing to the larger city. 

Seth C. Adams, late of New York, is now in practice 
in Tallahassee, Fla., where he was recently admitted to 
the bar on certificate. 

e A. Holbut, late of the firm of Holbut & Top- 
ping, of Keosaqua. Ia., is said to be contemplating a 
removal to Iowa City. 

William T. Brown, late of the firm of Green& Brown, 
of Columbia, Pa., recently dissolved, has moved to Lan- 
caster in the same State. 


George W. Abbott, Jr., of Plainfield, N. J., it is said 
is about to open law offices in the Second National 
Bank Building, Hoboken. 

Boyd McCullough, until recently in practice at Lock 
Haven, Pa., is now to be found in practice in Brock- 
wayville, in the same State. 

W. M. Fletcher, of Great Falls, Mont., recently 
moved to Pueblo, Col., for the purpose of locating and 
practicing his profession of law. 

Charles F. Flanders, of Wilmot, N. H., has decided 
to remove his law practice to Concord and has secured 
an office with Bingham & Mitchell. 

_ Ernest F. Cochran, from South Carolina, has located 
in Los Angeles, Cal., and will be associated with Judge 
R. B. Carperter in the practice of law. 

Ex-District Attorney Aylesworth, of Chittenango, 
N.Y., has ry to Oneida to practice, having formed a 
co-partnership with Charles Shumway. 

Major N. B. Fulmer, a member of the governor's 

and a former law partner of the governor, has de- 
termined to open a law office in St. Paul. 

M. C. Horton has gone from Carnesville to Atlanta, 
Ga., to live, and has established himself in practice in 
the office of Col. B. F. Abbott at 15% E. Alabama St. 

Lloyd Axford. late of Pontiac, Mich., left that point 
last month for a settlement in Caro, in that State, where 
re be to be associated with Mr. Wheate in the practice 

Ww. 

Will P of Atlanta, Ga., who has been associated 
of late with the firm of Smith & Pendleton of that place, 
has gone to New Mexico in search of health, but with a 
view of locating there permanently if the climate is 
found beneficial to him. 





C. J. Leonard, of the firm of Dumble & Leonard, is 
about to remove from Peterborough, Unt., to Toronto, 
where he enters the firm of Jones Bros. & Mackenzie, 
one of the oldest and strongest egal firms in that city. 
The new firm will be known as Jones, Mackenzie & 
Leonard, who will be solicitors for the Canada Perma- 
nent Loan & Savings Company, the largest loan com- 
pany doing bneiness in Canada 
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RECENT DEATHS. 


N.S. Walton, of Austin, Tex. 

John W. Munger, of Portland, Me. 

Robert A. Davidson, of Cleveland, O. 

Gilmer M. Bell, of Hopkinsville, Tenn. 

Milton C. Reinbold of Mahanoy City, Pa. 

A. Herr Smith, of Lancaster, Pa., aged 70. 

S. C. Huntington, of Oswego, N. Y., aged 74. 

George L Ames, of Saratoga, N. Y., aged 62. 
William H. Towne, of Boston, Mass., agetl 56. 
Edward A. Baker, of Springfield, Mass., aged 31. 
Hon. W. 'T. Logan, of Lexington, Tenn., aged 37. 
Jobn M. Pinkney, retired, of New York city, aged 67. 
John W. Cahill, of Keokuk, Ia., at the age of 62 years. 
William Sohier, a well known practitioner of Boston, 


ass 
: Charles R. Goddard, of Conneant, O., died of para- 
ysis 

William Minot, a veteran practitioner of the Boston 
bar, aged 77. 

Joseph B. Wade. one of the oldest attorneys in La 
Gemma x nd. ” . 

oa ray, a specialist in chancery practice in 

Wheaton. nie - ‘ 

Judge William R. Thompson, of Shepherdsville, Ky., 
of pneumonia. 

ajor H. C. Sample, of Montgomery, Ala.,from heart 

trouble. 72. 

Charles H. Preyor, of New York city, died suddenly 
of heart disease. 

Walter H. Mitchell, of Rome, Ga., died suddenly in 
New Orleans. La. 

Samuel Burke, of Thorntown, Ind., died of Bright's 
disease, recently. 

Judge Thomas Duncan, of Fayette county, Pa., at 
his home in Brownsville. 

County Judge W. Pope Dabney, of Powhatan, Va., 
after a protracted illness. 

Col. Jasper M. Dresser, of Lafayette, Ind , died sud- 
denly at St. Augustine, Fla. 

John I. Griffiss, of Baltimore, Md., died in Washing- 
ton, D. C., of heart disease. 

Francis W. Randolpb, of Kansas Ciiy, Mo., sue- 
cumbed to la grippe, age 31. 

Hon. R. PB: Fuller. of Wilton, Me., died suddenly of 
heart disease a short time since. 

Judge Samuel B. Hoyt, of Atlanta, Ga. He was born 
in Blount county, Tenn., in 1828. 

Edmund 8S. Wood. of Kingston. N. Y., aged 48. 
was a native of Winchester, N. H. 

Hon. J. D. Boyd, a native of Buffalo, N. Y., died at 
his home in Duluth, Minn., recently. 

Judge William C. Ireland, of Ashland, Ky., an emi- 
nent jurist 70 years old, of paralysis. 

Judge James T. Wiley, a native of Ballston Spa., N. 
Y., died at his home in Elizabeth. N. J. 

W. H. Nesbitt, B. A., of the firm of Riddel, Arm- 
strong & Nesbitt, of Peterborough. Ont. 

Hon. David Dunn, of Portland, Me., the oldest mem- 
ber of the Androscoggin county bar, aged 83. 

James Alfred Jones, of Richmond, Va.. an eminent 
and highly respected lawyer, is dead, aged 70. 
Judge W. R. Wagstaff, one of the oldest 
known among Kansas lawyers, at Paola, Kan 


He 


and best 








Ex-Governor John C. Downey, of California, died at 
Los Angeles, last month, of pneumonia, aged 67. 


Judge C. Carsner, of Victoria, Tex., at the advanced 
age of 73 years. He was born in Baden, Germany. 

James L. Mitchell, of Indianapolis, Ind. He was, 
native of Shelby county, Ky.. and a lawyer of eminence. 


Colonel J. Wesley Awl, a prominent lawyer and ex. 
soldier, of Harrisburg, Pa., fell dead in his office last 
month. 

H H. Wells, Jr., son of ex-Governor H. H. Wells, 
of Virginia, died suddenly at bis home in Washington, 
D.C. He was 4 years old. 

Judge L. M. Walthall. of San Antonio, Tex. He was 
born in Pulaski, Teno., in 1826, and at one time was in 
practice in New Orleans, La. 


Edward Bangs, of Bosten Mass. He was formerly a 
partner of Judge Hoar and «f Justice Horace Gray of 
the United Sta'es Supreme Court. 


J. Alexander Simpson a widely known member of 
the bar of Philadelphia, Pa., but for several years not 
in active practice, died at his home in Narberth. 


George Tichnor Curtis, well known as an author and 
lect: rer, but a lawyer of high repute, as well, 
away at his home in New York city last month, in the 
82nd year of bis age. 

Ex-Judge James W. McDill, of the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission, at Creston, Iowa. Judge McDill 
was born in Monroe County, O., in 1834, and was often 
honored by his tellow citizens. 

Sir William Meredith, ex-Chief Justice ot the su- 

reme court of the Province of Quebec, aged 81. Sir 

illiam was born in Dublin. Ireland, and went to Can- 
ada in 1824. He held many positions of honor. 


W. Dick Shupe, a prominent attorney and a gradu- 
ate of Yale law school, class of '93, died at John-town, 
Pa. His death was caused oy blood po ere primar- 
ily aeoeng from a sprain in the knee while playing 
foot ball at Yale six years ago. 

United States Commissioner Benjamin F. M. Benson 
of San Francisco, Cal., died lately, 53 years He 
had been a resident of the State since 1863, and had 
held his appointment as Commissioner of the Circuit 
Court since his appointment by Judge Sawyer in 1870. 


Gen. Jubal A. Early, eminent in the civil and mili- 
tary life of the late confederacy. and the last of the lead- 
ing generals of that cause, died last month. He was 
for many years after the war in practice in Richmond 
Va., and lived to an advanced age, respected by all and 
loved by many. 

Judge William B. Kinkead of Lexington, Ky., died 
on March 25 Judge Kinkead was sometime a partner 
of John G. Carlisle. He was for many years county 
j dge and then became an internal revenue collector 
under Mr. Cleveland. He was the father of Judge B. 
Kinkead, a prominent member of the Lexington bar. 


Alfred Holt Colquitt of Atlanta, Ga:, United States 
senator from that state, and a lawyer of eminence, 
away March 16. He was born in Walton county, 
Ga., April 20, 1824, and was admitted to the bar in 1845. 
He served in the Mexican war and on the side of the 
confederacy in the late rebellion. He was twice gov- 
one his state and was elected to the national senate 
in 1883. 
SPECIAL OBITUARY. 


Sir James Fitzjames Stephen. of London, England, 
eminent as a legal author and judge in this country as 
well as in Great Britain, died March 11, aged 65. He 
was tie greatest authority on criminal law that the 
English bar has ever produced, but was also deservedly 
honored for his thorough knowledge in other depart- 
ments of jurisprudence. In 1879 he was made Justice 
of the Exchequer Division of the High Court of Ju-tice 
where he served 12 years. Among his best known 
writings are his ‘‘General View of the Cr minal Law of 
England,” ‘Liberty. Equality and gory 2 “A Di- 
gest of the Law of Evidence,” “A Piguet of Criminal 
Law,” and “ A History of the Criminal Law of Eng- 


land.” In 1877 Sir James was nominated a Knight 
Commander of the Order of the Star of India. At the 
7 ra his death he was counsel for Cambridge Uni- 
v y. 
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Thoroughly successful, and accepted everywhere as a full and adequate treatment of the important 





subject of EXTRAORDINARY REMEDIES. 





Spelling on the Law or— 


EMBRACING: 


INJUNCTIONS, CERTIORARI, QUO WARRANTO, 
MANDAMUS, HABEAS CORPUS, PROHIBITION. 


Extraordinary Relief 


INCLUDING A FULL EXPOSITION OF THE PRINCIPLES GOVERNING THESE SEVERAL FORMSOF RELIEF AND THEIR PRACTICAL USE. 


rover 13,000 Cases Cited in the Work. 


Two volumes. Svo. 1696 pages, law sheep. 





PRICE, $11.00, net, 


Mr. Spelling’s werk is not only the latest and most comprehensive in detail and scientific in division and subdivision ; but the author 
has displayed, in every page and section, originality, exactness, and practical familiarity with fundamental principles and adjudications, 
“ It is likely to prove a useful text-book on all these heads, some of which have never, to our knowledge, been so thoroughly and systematically treated."— 


“ The plan of this treatise has been made with gecd jud 


His work will be a valuable aid to the practicing Jawyer.""—Chicago Legal News. 


LITTLE, BROWN CO., Publishers, 254 Washington Street, Boston. 


The Nation, 


ent. The text shows that the author is a lawyer of ability and equal to the task he has undertaken. 
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THROOP ON PUBLIC OFFICERS. 








INDISPENSABLE TO OFFICE HOLDERS AND THOSE INTENDING TO HOLD OFFICE. 


One Volume, 1142 pages. 


Price, $7.75. Shipped prepaid on receipt of price. 


THE J. Y. JOHNSTON COMPANY, 23. Murray Street, New York. 
IN PREPARATION, KNEELAND ON MECHANICS’ LIENS. 3d EDITION. REWRITTEN ENTIRELY AND PRINTED FROM NEW PLATES. 





| JOHNSTON’S LAW BLANKS. 








NOTED FOR THEIR connectness APPEARANCE AND SUPERIORITY. CALL SPECIAL ATTENTION TO OUR “ PARCHMENT <—- CONVEYANCING BLANKS, 


G —_, ENDOR 


SEMENT EMBOSSED FROM STEEL DIE AND 


TIED WITH SILK RIBBO 


ELL TYPE-WRITER BLANKS THAT HAVE REAL TYPE-WRITER SPACE. 
We make a specialty of printing to order, SPECIAL Deed:, Mortgages, Bonds, Abstracts, and all forms where superior class of work is wanted. Our 
plant for this class of work is the most Extensive in this Country. Send for samples. 


Do you like good Stationery ! If so, send us a postal and we will send you the handsomest line of Samples 


ever shown of ‘‘ Pure Linen” and “‘ Genuine 


Bond" Steel Die Embossed Letter Paper aod Envelopes (which we are now furnishing over 12,000 Members of the Bar) ; Heavy Tinted Bond Legal Covers, the 
J. ¥. JOHNSTON & CO., Law Stationers, 


strongest made; Linen and Bond 
Established 1878. 


and Abstract paper, Type Writing Paper, ete. 


23 Murray Street, New York. 





The Largest Legal Stationery Manufacturers in the Country. 





Justice White Installed. 


With the simple but impressive ceremonies 
befitting an occasion so important, Edward 
Douglass White of Louisiana was on March 


12th installed as an associate justice of the 
United States supreme court. The audience 
which witnessed the installation was not 
large in numbers, but was distinguished in 
eharacter. It included a fair sprinkling of 
women, among whom were Mesdames Harlan, 
Shiras and Brewer, the wives of members of 
the court. 

At the hour of 12 precisely the court, headed 
by the Chief Justice, and wearing their robes 
of office, entered the chamber. Mr. White, 
also wearing his robe of office, came last in 
the procession. The audience, as usual, arose 
and remained standing while the chief page 
made the proclamation of the opening of the 
court. Mr. White, meanwhile, had taken his 
position beside the elerk’s desk. When the 
chief page had concluded, Chief Justice Fuller 
arose and stated that it gave him pleasure to 
announce that the vacancy on the bench had 
been filled by the appointment of Mr. White 
of Louisiana and that Mr. White was present 
and would now take the oath of office. There- 
upon the clerk read Mr. White’s commission, 
which bore the signatures of the President 
and the attorney-general, and following this 
Mr. White read his oath of office. He then 
passed down the line taking the chair on the 
extreme left, which is the seat always occu- 
pied by the youngest member of the court, 
and the ceremonies were at an end. 

ec 


BUSINESS NOTES. 

John 8. Bays, of Sullivan, Ind., issues a 
neat and effective circular to clients and cor- 
Tespondents, showing a list of twenty or more 
Points covered by his personal service in the 











collection of accounts, and bearing the testi- 
moniais of a number of prominent business 
houses in various cities in the country as to 
his success and reliability in the handling of 
commercial matters. 


Smith’s Office Tickler, an automatic note 
box, is one of the indispensable adjuncts to 
the desk of the busy lawyer or business man. 
Its simple but ingenious arrangement insures 
the prompt notice, to the man of a multitude 
of affairs, of every matter requiring his atten- 
tion on each day of the year. It is better 
than a diary or calendar for it saves writing 
and is never overlooked. Rockwell & Rupel 
Co., Chicago, the manufacturers, have a lit- 
tle book, “It tickles” telling all about it 
which they send free upon request. We have 
read this book with both interest and profit, 
and are glad to recommend a like course to 
others. 


Carter, Hughes & Kellogg, of New York 
city, have just issued for 1894, their annual 
jaw list containing the names of over 2,000 
correspondents in this country, Canada and 
Great Britain, as well as an extensive Con- 
sulate correspondence in Continental Europe, 
Asia, South Africa and Central and South 
America, with each of whom definite arrange- 
ments have been made for an interchange of 
business. The valuable peculiarity of this 
list, aside from the fact that none but re- 
cognized, leaders of the bar at the respective 
points, are admitted thereto, lies in the fact 
that it is compiled solely for the mutual 
benefit of those whose names are therein 
given, the list never being publicly dis- 
tributed, never sold, and membership thereto 
never being based upon the payment ofa fee. 
The list contains several hundred more names 
than that of last year. 
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“What is the Law of 
Bills and Notes?” 


A common question. 
The answer is found in 


NORTON’S 
HAND-BOOK. 


Do you need such a book? 


3 


SENT, POSTPAID, FOR $3.76. 


WEST PUBLISHING CO., 
St. Paul, Minn. 
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Something Woody ; 


A Box is better a book. It wears 


SO SMITH’S OFFICE TICKLER 
is a wooden note-box. It’s easier to keep 
notes in than a book: 


1. You can keep more notes. 
2. Yon can find them more easily. 
8. You have less writing to do. 


Smith’s Office 
Tickler remembers every da; 
men chn, and doesn’t cost more to get, 
their feed for a day. 
A book “It tickles,” about it free. 
ROCKWELL & RUPEL CO., 
CHICAGO. 
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LIST OF ATTORNEYS. 


REVISED MONTHLY. 


Most of the Attorneys in this list have been recom- 
mended by banks or bankers, in response to inquiries 
for reliable legal correspondents on business matters. 
When ie, send business to attorneys and firms 

in capital letters and always mention THE 

AMERICAN LAWYER. Counties are named - _paren- 

thesis (), and county seats are indicated b 
Readers noting errors kindly advise us seats. 


@” Representation in this list will be given 
accredited attorneys on favorable terms. 





ALABAMA. 
Athens* (Limestone). .................. 
oa, (Jefferso 
----BUSH & BROWN, ame 2 and 3, Steiner 
Bros. Bank Building. (See card. ) 
....R. P. WETMORE. efers to Berney Na- 
tional Bank. (See card.) 
alas nsiasiabarainon Thos. L. Bulger 
pti nacehiatsewnshenae E. W. GOOBEY 
iiinciniccinpabigi John T. Ashcroft 





Foster, J ones & Rather 
Kirk & Almon 
Uniontown* (Perry)..............- A. C. Davidson, Jr. 


ARIZONA. 
Phoenix* (Maricopa)..............- KIBBEY & ISRAEL 
Refer to National Bank of Arizona. 
Prescott* (Yavapai)............... Sanford & Morrison 
Tombstone* (Cochise)................-. Wn. C. Staehle 


Fort Smith* (Sebastian) ............. Wm. M. ro) 
Heber* (Cleburne) inane siiehaiih a Gieninee P. L. STRICKLIN 
John M. Harrell 
Atkinson & England 
efferson Waliace 


esenea ton )-- 
mt ae. 
Russellville (Pope)... 
Texarkana ( 





es) 
.-J. MARIO BROOKS, ex-U. S. District-At- 
torney. Refers to California Bank. 
“ ...-W. H. HOLMES & CO., 202 N. Main st. Re- 
fer to First Nat. Bank of Los Angeles. 
Modesto* — phncccnbianeannedeke P.d. 
ra Fred V. 


San Francisco 

.---FOX, KELLOGG & GRAY, a Mutual 
idg., 508 Montgomery st. 

Stockton* (San Joaquin)........... Joshua B. Webster 


COLORADO. 
o is Springs Gil Paso) isneneainr ie 
Denver* mee ee $4 KLE 
805-807 Cooper Bldg aicctions espee 
Castilla » Te DEPUE 


Pueblo” (Pueblo 
me 3 W. LENNARD. Specialty—Commercial 
law. Refers to Stockgrowers’ National 
and Pueblo National Banks. 
poowe — Rooms 232, 223 Central 
ock. 





Trinidad* (Las Animas) . 


eee ae 
Bridgeport* ( - Stoddard, — & eu 
Greenwich (Fairfield). bbubebsessuvadnadll bard 
Hartford* (Hartford) 
32 .-GEO. G. & GEO. ELIOT Seth. 68 Bain we st. 
Middletown* (Middlesex) ....ARTHUR CALEF, JR. 
Collections and commercial law. ‘ie to 
ers & Mechanics’ Savings Bank. 
Hew Haven* (New Haven) 
----GEO. W. ADAMS, 792 Chapel st. Prom 
attention to collections. Refers 
Yale National Bank. 


Farm- 


New ane (Continued.) 

.- LIVINGSTON W. CLEAVELAND, 69 Church 
st. (Long Distance Telephone. ) Mer- 
cantile collections. Refers to National 
a “: Bank. (See List of Com- 


_.WHITCOMB & & “ARMSTRONG, 121 Church st. 
fer to First and Merchants’ Nat. Bks. 
. --WM. A. WRIGHT. Collections a ay. 
— to First National Bank 
Stamford (Fairti 


en CURTIS & CURTIS. Commercial law. 
“  ....BENJ, LOCKWOOD. Csiiactiomn gopastens y- 
n (New Pe nacccassessonsaen . Hall 
Waterbury (Ne erat L 4S 
Windsor ks (Hartford)........ aie 


DELAWARE. 


fl eee Fulton & Van 
Georgetown* (Sussex)..........s ROBERT G. HOUS on 
kefers to the Farmers’ Bank. 
Middletown (New Castle) ....EDWIN R. COCHRAN, JR. 
Office also at Wilmington. (See card.) 
Wilmington* Bh Case) 
saad es Cc. BROWNE, 926 Market st. Refers 
arity Trust & Safe Deposit Co. 
ws _EDWIN R. “COCHRAN, JR., 907 Market st. 
Refers to People’s National Bank, of 
Middletown. (See card.) 
..HARRY EMMONS (Successor to Lore & 


Emmons), Law Bidg. 
.-BRANCH H. GILES, 4C0 Equitable Bldg. 
efers to Equitable Guar.& Trust Co. 
.-WILLARD SAULSBURY,JR., 843 Market st. 
Refers to Union National Bank. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


WASHINGTON (Washington) 
.---JOHN A. BARTHEL, 221 4% st. Refers te 
Lincoln National Bank 
---- THOS. H. CALLAN, 472 Louisiana Ave. 
bag 4 Jaw and collections a 8 
to Nat.b'k of Republic. 
_.HENRY Wise GAR GARNETT, 416 5th st. Col- 
pened po ialty. Refers to Second 
National Ban 
- NATIONAL COLLECTION AGENCY (Bonded) 
608 F st., N.W. Chapman W. Maupin, 
Counsel. Refer to Fidelity Deposit Co. 
of Maryland. 


FLORIDA. 


Apalachicola" (Franklin)................ 
Cedar Keys (Levy)........- a Davi 
Gainesville‘ oy Seacccocscencces ‘J . Ashby 
J ack sonville* (Dav 
se COMME CIAL LOAN & COLLECTION ng 
Henry C. Goodell, Attorney. Collec- 
tion of claims a specialty. 
--FLETCHER & WURTS. Attorneys for First 
National Bank of Florida. 
i ec, ee ee *~ k. ——- 
Orange CR CV GROMA). «oc cvcccsscesccses 
Pensacola‘ (Escambia). ............-.- ROSE 1 ‘CARTER 
Refer to a National Bank and eo ne 8. 


Americus* (Sumter EVAN T. MATHIS 
wy eo oor and collections. Refers to ali banks. 


Lamar Cobb 
Atlanta* (Fulton) 
nee: | S. CANDLER. Refers to Atlanta 
ational Bank. 


COMMERCIAL LOAN & COLLECTION ASS'N 
344 Whitehall st. Garrett & Neufville, 
Attorneys. Refers to  ! bank or re- 
iable b ess house in the city. 
si ost CHAS. Ww. SEIDELL, 33g Whitehall street. 
Refers te Atlanta _—_ onal _— and 
Southern Banking & Trust 

Augusta* (Richmond).......... STEED & CARLINGTON 

Refer to Georgia Loan & Trust 2. Americus. 
Bainbridge* (Decatur) .........-..-. n E. Donaldson 
Brunswick* (Glynn).....GRIFFIN, BROWN & JOHNSON 
References: Merchants & ‘Traders’ B’k, Brunswick 
Sav. & Trust Uo., A. Kiser & Bro., Glauber & Isaac. 


Carters ( oon 

Columbus* (Musko mi Rinsaeaee WORRILL & Mc ICHAEL 
Attorneys for Columbus Southern Ry. Refer to 
Thi:d National Bank. 

Dalton* (Whitefield) ......... McCutchen S ee 

Oe Oa Smith 

Fort Gaines* Ciey) Saubensknaeweceuetee oy is Dillard 

Gainesville* ( ct vee indian dacughaeeann J. C. Boone 


Macon" (Bibb) 
ona ee & caeeneee, 318 Second st. 


ttorne acon straction Co. 
. .-COMMERCI LOAN & COLLECTION ASS'N 
Jas. H. Blount, Jr., Attorney. Refers 
to a nk, 8. Cecil & Co., 
Wolf & PD, Waxelbaum & Son. 
- éos eS WARDE! EMAN. kKefers to First 


----GEO. S. SONES. —_— and 
ation law preferred. Refers to 


change Bank. 
Montezuma (Macen)........--.---++---- 
POSTY* (EAGRTE) «0.2 cn ccc ccccccccoscoces C. C. Duncan 





———..., 
LL 


Savannah* (Chatham) 
“ ----GRIFFIN & BROWN, Cor. Bull and Bay at, 
Gene Attorneys = Commereigj 
& Collection Ass'n. Refer ty 
} rnens | Bank and National Bank of 


7) ae GEO A A. MERCER & SON. Attorneys for 


= hern Bank of the State ® of Georgia 
Valdosta* (Lowndes)..................- 


W ay nesboro* (Burke) ese. 


CN 4A... nuncdasicasionneesd Geo. H. Ste 

BD Gan hice cccocsccccscuccqanann J. H. Ri chasms 
Pocatello (Bingham) .............. E. P. Blickensderfer 
Weiser* (Washington)...............-.-.. J. W. Ayers 


ILLINOIS. 
Alton (Madison) ................+-.+.-++.- J. P. HODGE 
Refers to Alton Savings Bank. 
ES Se Wooster & Hawes 
Néesbtubstcounheueated H. 3 ae 


A! eae 
SE Dicicéececdsvessedd 


Carthage 
Chemenk 
CHI 


gn (Champaign).................. T. J. Sm 
AGO* (Cook) 
..GEO. B. CHAMBERLIN, ew 3 oTaseme Bldg. 
Depositions, commercial, cor 
law, ete. Collections Ne ay 
fere to First National Bank. on, 
30 at Lafayette, Ind.) 
..W. a 3. CUNNINGHAM, 122 La Salle street. 
inet ions and Collections. 
.. HUGH McINDOE, 70 La Salle st. Commer. 
cial litigation and collections. 
--VARNUM & ANDERSON, Suite '217, Cham 
ber of Commerce Bldg., Washington 
and La Salle streets. (See card.) 
Chillicothe (Peoria) ..........2.ccccess- 
ville* ( \ en = sansadbesawed 


( 
Kffingham* (ntingham) 
Elmwood (Peoria) 


Cc. 
Mount Sterling* (Brown)... seetedeseendaa J.J. McDonald 
Mount Vernon* (Jefferson) ............... C. H. Patton 
Ottawa’ GERAD o ccccccsccccccscccocesecess tomy! 


Hee ee ween e er eeweee 


k. 
Beene of tie Ginn Oiliditie eae. Ge 
anagers of the Cove: on ncy. 
merciai and ‘And corporation law a al 7 
Quincy* (Adams)................... MMONS, Jr. 


errr rie ee eee 


posece wy Chater § & t Headen 


Springtila (Ban seceesess SANDERS & a sowens 
Refer to Pe National. or Wied bank woe city. 


Streator ( 

Sullivan* Aonlete) 
Sumner (Lawrence) 
qyemmens (De Kalb) 





hester* ( on cetahedeatheadenil M. Riggs 
Woodstock* pay) oal, 
Yorkville* (Kendall 


Anderson* (Madiso: 


eecccese LLEWELLYN B. JACKSON 
Refers Anderson. 


to Citizens’ Bank of 
Columbia City” (W i enndesteciiaine K. 8 

ordsvilie* (Montgomery)......-. Ristine 
Elkhart (Elkhart) .......... en 
Evans 
ae ta acs 

‘er s’ Exc ik. 
Fairmount (Grant)................-.----- L. A. Cassell 
Fort Wayne* te 

mgs Sai ev oa 


“ - ALLEN” N ZOLLARS.- Refers to Hamilton 
Huntington* Ban Nichiiaedadade 
gton untington 


Indianapolis* (Marion).............. 
Rooms 14-17 Fiétcher Bank Bldg. Refer 





bank in the city. 
Inwood (Marshall) 


gecaccsee Serezereeese FE So 








~—_-- hes a 






T. ‘Limes 

lon & ‘i 
1. Caldwell 
lack & Sop 
r. J. Smith 


coma Bldg. 
aly te a 


7 street. 
"Commer 


217, Cham 
rashington 
card.) 


& Lindley 
C. Corley 
B. Gilbert 


MONS, Jr. 


a J. Roth 
~~~ 
\. Works 
DONNELLY 
in & Co. 





JAMES DOUGHT 


ATTORNEY AND COUNSELOR ATLAW, 





COMMERCIAL LITIGATION amp 
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ville (Noble) ...........-cece0s L. Graves | Garnett* (Anderson)..............----.-.- A. J. Smith | Baltimore, )Continued.) 
omo* (Howard)................ WitLiam S$. MAPLE | Great Bend* (Barton)..............-.-- J. H. Jennisen ella? = ey COLLECTION AGENCY 

Commsrcial Law and the law of real aew- ( Siindbensdbsdiceccenauad Samuel 8. Sisson he a he 
Refers to Citizens and Howard National Hiawatha’ (Brown) ..........ccccccossces W.L. Shale ay (See card.) 
Lafayette ( (Ti POCANOC)...-..-2++0+ Geo. B. Chamberlin | Holton* (Jackson)................ Hopkins & Hopkins Ogee Ppl. tee Downs, wt 4 403, 418 Law 
(Cass) Sy rE e: Nelson & Myers | Hoxie* (Sheridan) and corporation 

t ee CPaRAg) -cccceccscescce WwW Londoa | Humboldt* (Allen) . Bar’ 

* (Delaware)..... G & Silverburg | Hutchinson* (Reno) “ viel euleit & HOFFMAN, Cor. Fayette and 
N ee (Elkhart). cEn Jetmore* (Hod Paul streets. 
Peru* (Miami) ........ John Mitchell | Jewell Cit (J aan ” --W. Hi H. RA — Merchants’ 
th* (Marshall) . R. B. Ogiesbee Junction ty* ( Protectiv it Bureau. 
Paleecton* (Gibson) ....... Land & Gamble | Kansas City* ( “  ...-EDWIN HA RVIE SMITH, Rooms 12, 13, 14 
Richmond* (Wayne) bitbsbwbiemsoadaul H C. Starr 530 Sineesete avenue. Fame Bp Pee d Building. Counsel for 
Rockport* (Spencer).........-+-..++-- ——s- - be as Kingman* (Kingman)................-. % ¢ Tee x 
Palby ville” 7 RMR CHUN acc cccsccccednananiees ernon ad - ‘baw . COLLEC r a 
South Bend* (St. Joseph)............ 4. 1 HENDERSON Lawrence* (Donglas)........ SPANGLER % BROWNELL uitable Bld; “Drooge 

Refers to First National Bank Refer to Douglas County Bank. oa S ohn Lion, , Ban Chas. 
Sollivan* (Sullivan)...................-- JOHN S. BAYS | Lyons* (Rice)...................ee00---- Jones & Jones at Manager. (See card.) 

Teegarden (Marshall).............:..-.. See ~ anhattan” (Riley)............c..2---. Jobn E. Hestin | Bel Air* a, 
Terre Haute* (Vigo).............-- Stimson & Stimson | Marion* os Msadacccsgecosnceceess King & Kell ” “SEPTIMUS DAVIS. Mercantile law. 
Valparaiso* (Porter). .........+-.00+++25 W. E. Pinney | Marysville’ (Marshall)................Glass & Pollac - ....J. L. G. LEE. Refers to Second National 
OS” TIMED . ccccccescecceccecss Jonathan Keit McPherson*(McPherson)..........Simpson & Johnson Bank of Air. 
SR” CUPID. co ccccscescescscnseed Oliver Bogue | Meade* (Meade).................-..---+--- S. W. Miles | Cambridge* (Dorchester)........... WM. 0. MITCHELL 
SE CE oc cnnccecsensonaceaeea See Piymoutb | Minneapolis* (Ottawa)............- George W. LS mem | Refers to Dorchester National Bank. 
Winamac* (Pulaski) .................c000e- Nye & Nye | Mound City* (Linn).................... John W, Poere | Cumberland’ (Allegany)........-..-..-.- A. A. Wilson 
Worthington (Greene)..................4.- H. C. Shaw | Newton’ (Harvey)..............-------- Willard Kline | Denton* ( Widindcnciesbeiedeatad 
Norton™ (Norton),.............. I. H. Thompson | Easton* (Talbot) ..................--- 
OD dvimmeiie Ee) Sf Ngan | Beisel cag 
ib I: cs tadseaccusssenie J.C. Thom wa* (Franklin wae . © le: erick).....-. 

Mascogee™ (Crock § | Paola* (Miami)... Jno. W. Bell | Hagerstown (Washington) 

HACKELFORD, SHEPARD & SHACKEL. | Parsons (Labette) -. Vebb & Caldwell | Princess Anne* (Somerset). 

FORD. We collect in Cherokee, Creek Pittsburg eee Morris Cliggitt | Salisbury* (Wicomico)..... 

and Choctaw Nations. Rusesell* (Russell). ............------+--+ H. G. < | Snow Hill* (Worcester)... . 
Purcell (Pontotoc)... .-Geerge M Miller | Salina* (Saline).............----------. Garver & Bond | Westminster (Carroll)........ 
South McAlester (Choctaw Nation) ..Harley & Gordon — ary (Pataca 8 “ee r% Mackey 

IOWA. haa... ‘sai ic wooDWoRTH ee 
Seneca* (Nemah = edaessceces 

Adair (Dallas) eee ee .... F. E. Gates Refers to First National Ban Amesbury (Essex) ....... 
Bedford* (Taylor) G. B. Haddock Smith Centre* (Smith) D. M. Relihan Amherst (Hapmshire). .. 
Boone* (Boone) --. W. Canady Steckten* (Recks) ...................... J. R. BROBST Barnstable* (Barnstable) . 
Britt (Hancock) ----.-.... -- R. J. W. Bloom Reference: Jay J. Smith, banker. BOSTON* (Suffolk) 
Darling “a ay Moines)...... - “HW. Macon oe Topeka* (Shawn y HERBERT L. ae 178 penis st. Refers to 
eee ae W. L. CRISSMAN | “CALL &INGALLS. Refer to First National town wasweLe nape siaual 

Refers to Cedar Rapids National Bank. (See card.) —_ porte aay and Bradstreet street. card.) jobe Bidg., 266 gton 
Charles City* (Floyd). ........---s+--++- Robert E “ JOHN H. COLLIER. ieefers to Merchante’ CARPENTER at TOWLE, 10 Tremont st. Commercial 
Cherokee* (Cherokee)................... — by a pers ‘Mathena’l Tank ion law. wr. Refer to Old id Colony Trust Co. 
Council Blaffs* (Pottawattamie)...... Wa Keeney* (Trego). “ Les Meures WALTER Ch CHURCH Beacon stree 
Devenport” (Soott) sn sses------- HEINZ & FISHER a... he Hg a Lost Heirs. 

Des fines" — & Merchants’ Savirge Bank. | Wichita (Sedgwick). - HOWRBAUGH & RAUCH FARNSWORTH * & CONANT, Sears Bldg. Collections a 
Refer to ick County Bank. (See card.) rence: Freeman’s National Bank. 
-- COREINS 0 HORN, | Rete to leva Ne | wintele- (Cnowiay)......-.- nde sxc sadltonaes F.C. Hunt wanna Pia sede a BKM 
“ —....J. EDW. MERSHON. Refers to DeaMoines | Y#tes Center* (Woodson)............... WHE Slavens Rose tvennee. neaat 
National Bank, and First National KENTUCKY NATIONAL an T COLLECTION E EXCHANGE. H. B. Hill, 
Bank of Newton, Iowa. = z Mgr.; J.W. Spaulding, Gen. Counsel. 84 Sumner st. 
- ....D. W. WOODIN. Commercial litigation a Bowling Green* (Warren)........... W. W. Mansfield Refers to Man ufacturers’ National Ban 
specialty. References furvished upon | Covington” (Renton). ------+-----Simmons & Sanmene | READ’S LEGAL & MERCANTILE AGENCY. A. H. Read, 
request. Fran PUREED cc cccccccce coccce 
fern... Grape One ni SAO | Fs BW, 8. SLOCUM, 257 Washington st. Refer to 
ee ew wwe eeee ° enacienimientiiaaatndters ) 

Refese to City State Bes eUISVILLE? demee) Joseph 8. Botta SPRAGUE & WASHBURN, 105 ah 
— acca eta. “|... BRIGHT & BRANDEIS, Cor. Fifth and Jef- Mount Vernon National Bank. (See card.) 
Hamburg‘ (Fremont)............ a gl -. Refer to Third National | oe ne eee _— & tw 
fowa City (Johnson) ................- German Insurance Bank. | Broo (Worchester)........-..... 

Mesikuk® (140)........-.ccccecccscee " _ WALTER DARBY. 78 Trust Bldg. Notary | Cambridge* (Middlesex)........ GitseRT A LA PEVEY 

Refers (0 biate Central Savings Bank. : blic. Commercial law a specialty. to _— National z 
Knoxville* (Marion) .................... 8. C. Johnson ROGERS & DUNCAN, 322 Fifth ave. Re am) (Hampshire) ........... Send to e 
Le Mars" (Piymouthi......0-2scs.0000c2- J. U. Sammis ’ to Third Natioval Bank. ee Serenewteneoonenenesenes a 

Marengo" TROD dadansasn cee Hedges, Rumple & Lake wera (Gravee). eseccccccessensesensnss R. O. Hester rh itchburg (Worcester)......-...------- ap Haden 
Marshalitown* (Marshall)............... O. L. Binford yr - ead dncudagiinnine Chas. A. Wood loucester (Essex)...--..------------- Chas. 
Mason City* y, (Ce Tro Gordo) inslaeedhcscaiela mae & Merkley | © wport® (Campbell). ..........-..--.--- Nelson Desha —s ————— oteeee HORACE Ae ry 
Mount ri (Ringgold)......... Laug & Campbell Paducah (McCracken) Th Col ( Dicascasesconsee . SARGENT 
Nashua (Chickasaw)..................-.- Ww.P Paris (Bour MRE ccccccccccececccces Hol —— a specialty. JOUN R _ CALLAHAN 
Newton" (Jasper)... .-2-s0eeeeeeeeeees H. 8. Winslow Somerset* (Pulaski)... = (Ham Sr Wiational Rank of H 
‘Ottumwa* (Wapello)...........-.--------- $. E. ADLER | Winchester* (Clark) La: efers to . ol — U. Bell 

Refers to First and Iowa National Barks. jo Ce Jeeeeeneseeeeeneenreeeene B 

Rock Rapids* (Lyon).............- J. K. P. Thompson LOUISIANA. pe G Middl eowwcenscnccenecerece CHAS. 4. CONANT 
y* (Keokuk).......2-..-+---00e- G. D. Woodin | Donaldsonville* (Ascension). ......-.. Edmund Maurin ( Jeoewnenssecescacee ‘ 
Sioux Cit Woodbu * Refers to Prescott National Bank. 
ity* ( | Marksville’ (Avoyelles) eeccecccecocececes - R. . L (Essex) Hl F. Hurlburt 
---. THOS. F. ARBEE. Refers to A. E. Stev- | Monroe (Ouachita)....................- Sholars Malden in............... OH. ion 
enson, vice-president United States, | New Orleans* (Orleans).......... SidNEY “BRADFORD Melrose (Middlesex)....... LYNDE, HARDING & LYNDE 
and Western Transfer Co., Sioux City. 35 Carondelet street. Offi ( al at 68 Corukill, Boston. 

“ —....JAMES DOUGHTY. Commercial litigation Ray ville" (Richland).............- ROBT. WHETSTONE | yrusord catiddicess) Jeane A. Taft 

and collections. (See adv. above.) Shreveport* (Caddo).............. Leonard & Thatcher N Seen oi. Ain ae 

“ CHAS. K. WILLIAMS. Refers to Security MAINE ow ( ) ws -erseeeeee a 

National and lowa Savings Banks. : . pene oe eat ye 
Storm Lake ‘Buena V inta).. ceeceee Mack & DeLand | Auburn* (Androscoggin) .............. J. W. Mitchell | Newton ( lOROX) ...-.--.---- 
Tipton® (Cedar). pmb, | x Auguste (Kennebec).......... Bea © Heath & Tuell Office also at 257 Washington st. Boston. (See card. 

aterloo* (Black Hawk)........ Boies, Couch & Boies Penobscot)........------- Henry L. Mitchell —, CS ee 
Webster City* = (Hemiiten) PRERPEH Vorw Martin Bid. efora* (Work)...........ccccccccsee -Geo. F. Haley ¢ Jeneneeeee-enee-e 
Winterset ( eee lien iranaaate Weeks * (Washington).............. Lemuel G. Downes ( IK) ~~ -----2----2----- 
Cherryfield (Washington)............ a L ~—— South Hadley (Ham 
KANSAS. Dexter (Penobscot)............---.--- roaby & Crosby Springfield* (Ham: 
Abilene* na sakineinodund Stambaugh & Hurd | East (Washington)............. jouw McFAU Refers to N 
Anthony (Harper) ...... .-.-H. Parke Jones fers to any bank in city or any county cial. Stoneham err 
Arkansas City (Gowisy) Gardiner (Kennebec) Spear & Clason w.... also at 68 Co’ . 
Atchison* (Atchison) -. Lewiston ( Aaiirencegsin) F. M. Drew © “Bristol). ececcececcccceecs G. Edgar Williams 
Belleville* (Republic)... Portland* (Cumberiand) LEVI TURNER, IR. Waltham (Middlesex)...........-..+---+- Curley 
Beloit* (Mitchell)....... Refers to Portland Trust Co. Corporations and col- | Watertown (Middlesex)............. .---J. J. Sullivan 
Bird Citys (Cheyenne). lections. Westfield (Hampden).........-....--....- GEO. KRESS 
Refers to Farmers & Merchants’ Bank. Rockland* (Knox)..........- ..C. BE. & A. §. Littlefield Refers to First National Bank. 
Burlin n* MN is dic sonaccecomeeens Be DT RO Co hoon dcccs caccctexcheocde Geo. E. Grant | Winchester (Middlesex)............. Geo. S. Littlefield 
Columbus< (Cherokee)............--...-- J.P. Perkins | Thomaston (Knox)...................- Joseph E. Moore | Worcester* (Worcester).................-€. R. MAHAN 
ER icnbacesacesiis Pulte & 7 Waterville (Kennebec)............. ..Harvey D. Eaton Refers to First Nauual 
Cottonwood Falls* (Chase)............ 
Council Grove* (Morris)......... GEO. P. MOREHOUSE MARYLAND. MICHIGAN. 
City Attorney. Refers to Morris oars Annapolis* (Anne Arundel) ...... .. Frank H. Stockett 

Dodge City* (Ford)..............-0. «oes M. W. Sutton | BAL One (Baltimore) Allegan* (All Pi sreasencen W. B. Williams & Son 
Buporia® (Lyon)..........ccccccccccsess L. B. K #4 faa BARTLETT & CO., St. Paul and | Ann Arbor* (Washtenaw)................-- Z. P. KING 


Fort Scott* (Bourbo 
= ----D.F. | CAMPBELL. Refers to all the banks 


Se all ——* | Tannen oy a - Gates 

oc ercan Ww " 

Fredonia* (Wilson)................ee+e: tm Cady 
Garden City* (Finney)............ wedi Milton 





timore sts. Mercantile law and 
collections. References as to respon- 
sibility: National Bank of Baltimore, 
er mene Exchange Bank and Western 
National Bank of Baltimore. 


Refers to Annrbor Sav. Bk and Dean&Co., 








“ SAMUELS, BOGGS. Over Mechanics’ Nat. 
Bank. Law and collection agency. 


Bay City* (Bay)...............- FRANK P. McCORMICK 
Specialties: Comm: coll 

Be F CERRO cacdnsucudsaonecene Leavitt & Guile 
Benton bitnaqcedetueesenes A.P 

well ( Ded cntepants coddunca Wilford Maciem 
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DETROIT* (Wayne) 
.B N poumns & WHITING, 80 to 8 
“ ,...GE0. F. WEBBER, 46 Campau B! Com- 
mercial la’ w and collections. (Sescard) 
Eaton Rapids (Eaton)..................-. 
Flint* (Genesee).................-- saves & SAYLES 
ions. 














ne — 
| SRS Cc. © THORING ON 
Refers to Citizens’ National 
| WooD & ng 
4, 5 and 6 Merrill Block, op ite Court House 
General civil practice in courts. Refer to 


ae, oa vemos ~ —_ houses in the 

ell-equi collection nae .% 
Sand Beach (Huron)----------------------.. C. L. Hal 
Sault Ste.Marie* (Chippewa) ..McMahon, Oren, & Sa 











Three Rivers (St. Joseph) .R. R. Pealer & Geo. 
Trenton (Wayne) ...................- — % Ay WEBBER 
West Branch* (0; ED aciinssccccons L. Snodgrass 
Ypsilanti (Washtenaw)................... -.D. C. Griffim 
MINNESOTA. 
Albert Lea* (Freeborn).............-.-.-.- +S. Gass 
Austin* (Mower)......... am ” D. 
Brainerd (Crow Wing).. ..-. G. W. Holland 
Canby (Yellow Medicine). ee ee: Geo. Fitzsimmons 
I IR onc ccanewesesenanes R. R. 
SS Ee L. 
F Falls (Otter Tail)............... J.P. Williams 
Glencee (McLean). ...............-.--.---- + > Allen 
Henderson* yn aE ae ee. 
Long Prairie* (Todd)...........-...--- 
Minneapolis* (Hennepin).........- FIFIELD & FIFIELD 
611 Lumber Exchange. (See card.) 
Montevideo* (Chippewa) ...........- Lynder A. _—_ 
I ncn cétpabanesaneneen Edwin 
Rochester* (Olmsted).............-. HENRY C. BUYLER 
Refers to First National Bank. 
St. Paul* (Ramsey)...... Davis, Kellogg & Severance 
St. Peter* (Nicollet) .. Se as . A. Stone 
Stillwater (Washin, pp & McCartney 
Weat Duluth (St. Louis) 
‘Winona* (Winona)....................- M. B. WEBBER 
Attorney for Merchants’ Bank of this city. 
MISSISSIPPI. 
Aberdeen* (Monroe). ............-.---2+--- G. C. Paine 
Canton* (M. SD nadine ocncounsbenudsessen F. B. Pratt 
Holly Spring* (Marshall)................... R. F. Fant 
Meridian* (Lauderdale)..............-. J. R. McINTOSH 
Natchez* -—. heiicnitieirnaiemaents Ernest E. Brown 
Rosedale* (Bolivar 
se MOORE & JONES. Refer to Bank of Rose- 
“ ...-CHARLES SCOTT, President Bank of 
Rosedale. 
Vicksburg* (Warren).............. Dabney & McCabe 
MISSOURI. 
( 
r 
Grant City* (W: 
Gl Carian)... occcccccccescccccces Ww. i FISHER 
Refers to First National Bank. 






ee eeeweeeseeee 


Pewee wee eer eee aeeeasseseen 


TY* (Jackson) 
on --CHAS. B. yo New York Life Bldg. 
Refers to M litan Nat'l Bank. 
= ----GATTS & GRIGGS, uite 3-4 Lon 
Refer to Metropoli itan Nation Bank 


“«  ...-CHAS. F. MUSSEY, 515 Main st. Commer- 
. cial an ration law. (See card.) 
. ----EDW. G. aeYN S$, 417 American Bank 
Bldg. Mgr. Inter-State Coll’n Adee 

Macon City* Choo) padaneaciunedaminldl B.E ie 
———_ ihnmabgnbigonentl — A. Howitt, Jr. 
Moberly* (Randel) Seimenionoannenie Forrest G. Ferris 
ewton 


German-American Bank Buildin 
A | TES GERRIT H. TEN BROEK 
304 North Sth st. Refers to State Bank. (See card.) 
Savannah" eS: be x | G. Hine 





k, Greene County Bi 









Senge BNR ccoccccunsceccesedvcesées T. 8. Carter 
Trenton* (Granay) papehanncwooncansdenehie W.E. Clark 
btn wl (Putnam)...... .-Beverly H. yn! 
Warrens (Johnson)...........-.+.+--- 8. P 
Webb City (Jasper)................- Wittich & Devore 
MONTANA. 
ern (Wellowstone)................---- x A. Lane 
Butte = (Silver Bow). 
Great Cascade). ... 


seeeecee 


Bank. 
White Sulphur Springs” (Meagher) - . 











eee eee wae warn ene 


E. Hiareth 


e bet (Calan) E. CHETWOOD, 48 Broad st. 
et ee art F. HENRY, 108 Broad st. (See 
car 








arren) 

Harrison (Hudson) Send to R.B. seyment, ey 
Hoboken (Hi ) OUNG 
Second yt — Bldg. ‘icenaat le law. 

Jersey City* I we 
----JAS. A. "GORDON, 586 Newark ave. Re- 


fers to Hudson City Savings Bank. 
—_ &. PALMER, "2 specialty Ce ag 
on & & t ers 
First t National Be . 
” ----R. B. —— ‘Commercial ny = 
organization of corporations 
State. Refers to First National Bank. 
(See card.) 


Federal and State Courts. (See card.) 
Mount Holl lington)........ Walter A. Barrows 
Newark* ( 


on DANIEL F. font 22 Clin 
W. . 1 oo Pe, Re- 





toe 00 Beoedwa eye A sahuee. 


NEBRASKA. 
Auburn* (Nemaha)...............-00---- John 8. Stull 
Benkelman* (Dundy)...... ocecccccescccsces = a 4 h 
Central Cit Merrick) a ee 
Fremont* ( D  cicnsemeeedhinn call Loomis & & "Aeeort 

Attorneys for Commercial National Bank, 

Sav'gs K and Equitable Buald'g & Lona Ase'n 
Geneva* (Fillmore).............---++.- John D. Carson 
Grand Tal Isla” (Hall. coccccccceccccccees w.D — 

pentenekanecscnmanil Chas. G 
Sail inciak Radiata THOS. H. MATH RS 

a Refers te *. a we and Union 7“ Banks. 

casino (es jengeabaaseeaneeal M. HARTIGAN 

Refers to Easteca Banking Co 
Hayes Centre™ (Hayes)............-..---- C. A. Ready 
| ne (Buffalo) ....... John E. Decker 
Lincoln* (Lancaster)...... - HARWOOD, ‘AMES & PETTIS 

Attorney for First National Bank. | 
Nebraska City* (Otoe)...............- W. SEYMOUR 

City Attorney, U.S. ae Holery Fests Publi = 

North Platte* (Lincoln) 
Oakdale* (Antelope) M. B. —— 
Omaha* (Douglass) 
ee tenner 9 1 a Nat. Bank Bldg. 
Commercial law and collections. 
os — COLLECTION co Green. ) First 
at.B’k Bldg. Chas. E. bya Pres. 
eh IRR M. UTTLEY 

Refers to Elkhorn Valley Bank. 
ee Ci iiniedetsancacistsngsse THOMAS L. HALL 

Refers to Ord State B’k and First Bank of Burwell. 
Pawnee City* (Pawnee). .............--- on a | 
ev 0 ES ee = = Ww 

ND ncccncseccoccesaceces ‘. M. No 
ok" (Yorks bakabsdchanbinaacaenesed Geo. W. 4 
NEVADA. 
Carson or. | I ne ee T. Coffin 
SS eee Baker & Hines 
We” GUOING Os ocaccscsnccesceasscss I. W. Whitchee 
NEW HAMPSHIRE. 
Andover (Merrimack)..................- gee W. Stone 
IE cnacéccdeunne<snaceese ng & Chase 
cord* (Merrimack)................--- a) HARDY 
ercial law -_ collections. Refers to Frank- 
lin National 
Dover* GiaRarG) ....ccccccccccccsccces Joshua G. Hall 
Gorham (Coos).......... - Twitchell & Libby 
Keene* (Cheshire)... . Batchelder & Faulkner 
Manchester (Hillsborough) .-Alphens C. oo 
Nashua* (Hillsborough)... - William J. Me 
ee ee A. 8. Wait 
Portsmou Rockingham).......... Ww H. P. 
Whitefield ‘Cooe) pi dcsecoeeniacacniae taal C. E. Wright | 
WwW So aaa liam C. Fox 
NEW JERSEY. 
Arlington (Hudson).Send to R.B.Seymour, JerseyCi 
Asb Park (Monmonuth)........... Send ti to Peseheld 
Atlantic City* (Atlantic).............. Chas. A. Baake 
Bayonne (Hudson) .Send to R.B.Seymour, Je City. 
videre* (Warren)................-- John H. Daulke 
PN CI snc ncccccnsacssscensenee Ww. R. aed. 

Justice of the Peace. Collections a special 
Bordentown (Burlington).............. 

Bound Brook (Somerset).......... GEO. W. ANDERSON 
aster in Chancery and Notary Pablic. 





—— 
sy 


Ke en & GERMAN, 763 eed 
eee te , —< Refer- 


Merchan 
- JOHN W WHITENEAD, ws 3 Peden 
| - WA (ioe 
er. - - 
New eee * (Middlesex m 
~ Soe P. A. Be pom 3, 1, Tiocenle 
Public, 
oe WAN CLEEF DALY 4a a woODBRIDes 
Paterson st. . 

















) 
----4 8, a, gtemantiie Collections» 


opr ra on card.) 
“ ,... JOSEPH K. ietd. 280 Main street. 
Paterson* (Passaic)............... RAYTON E. 
121 Ellison st. Refers to Paterson National 
nw SND Scnccnasdccsese WM. A. C 
202 West Front st. Refers to First N 
Rahway (Union) 
----LESLIE LUPTON, Exchange Building. 

“rank Gilt & WARD. (B. A. Vail, C.D. Wart) 
Red Bank (M SEMNEEEED. o vaccoceeess Applegate 
Somerville* (Somerset) 0... GEO We ANDERSOG 
in Chancery and Notary Public. 

Trenton* Le 
JOHN H. BACKES, Forst & Rickey Bldg. 
Commercial and corporation law. 
“ ....€. &. BIDDLE, 42 West State st. Mer. 
7. tile litigation a“ —y- 

” ee S. MILLS, 144 East State st. Justice 

~— ‘the Peace ; Commissioner of Deeds. 








Collections a specialty. 
OC incsaceacds senehssucedsdd See Hoboken 
Weehawken (Hudson)..................- See pee 
Weat Hoboken (Hudson)................- See H. 
Woodbridge (Middlesex)........... EPHRAIM ‘CUTTER ; 

Mercantile law a specialty. 

Woodbdury* (Gloucester)...............-... Lewis Starr 

NEW MEXICO. 
et (Bernalillo).......-..... R. W. D. BRYAN 


Refers to First National Bank. 
Clayton (Colfax).......... 
Santa Fe* (Santa Fe).. 
Socorro* (Socorro) ...... 


NEW YORK. 





Albany* = met 
--MILLS & BRIDGE, 44 Tweddle Bldg. Cor. 
— =} { commercial law. Refer 
Exchange Bank. 
“ ‘ROBERT %. SCHERER 68 State st. Refers 
to Mechanics & Farmers’ Bank. 
Austtentibegmanes eeesccsee kin & Borst 
Auburn* (Cayuga)...........-.....- W. H. Seward, Jr 
Batavia* (Genesee).............. witian re WEBSIER 


Refers to Bank of we and Farmers’ Ban 


oe-se * (Broome 
» CLIFFORD S. ARMS. Collections specialty. 
“ --BABCOCK SPERRY & VAN CLEVE, Phel 
k Bldg. Refer to Merchants’ B 


ane peat Kings) 
nis -- GEORGE F. ELLIOTT, Garfield Building. 
sa — ee FISH, 16 — . = 
mercial an corporation w (See card). 
Buffalo* Castes 
nJOHN H. BROGAN, 110 Erie County Sav- 
poe ty —, ” wcemmeeenauer: 
” --CLARENCE U. CARRUTH, Rh White ip 
pte my = ion law. 
Tetane to City Bank. 
oe. CLINT oN r CLARK, 24 vas Seneca st. 
Attorneys for Bank of Henry M Field 
P CRANE cocccccccccecns 
Catskill ( D cccccccscccecssens jaws B. MoLNET 
Refers to Catskill National 
Corning* (Steuben). ...............-.-- F. A. W 
Cortland“ — peoenecasnanect JOHN E. WINSLOW 
Dunkirk (Chautauqua)................-- Cc. D. M 
Elmira* (Chemung). ............... LOWMAN & BYRN 


Refer to State Bank of Elmira. 


evcccepococoseocoso oa 
isi dacteemstiana tenia .N.N 
Jamestown ( Fowler & Weeks 
Johnstown* (Fulton) ............. YETTE E. MOYER 
Refers to Bradstreet's and the Johnstown . 
* (Niagara)... cccccccces F. & G. W. Bowen 
Middletown (Grange) memaiiaeaidl JOHN S- R. TAYLOR 
15 North st. ‘ers to any local ban 
Mount Vernon (Westchester)......... CHAS. F. IRWIN 
Office also at New oo (See card.) 
New Rochelle ( Westches 
----CHAS. F. IRWIN. Abe office at Mount 
Vernon. (See card.) 
“* ...-MORRIS F. KANE. "Refers to Bank of 
New Rochelle. 


NEW YORK* (New York) 
ee 4 BAYLIS, #1 Nassau st. Refer to Seventh 


al Bank. 
ISAAC ARON, 1515 First ave. Refers to Clark, Ben- 
tt & Co., London. . Eng., and NewYork. (See card.) 
WM. F. BROWNE, 3-9 Beekman st. and 3059 Third ave. 
Practices in all co 
CARTER HUGHES a. KELLOGG, 96 Broadway and 6 


street. (See ca 
4. B. CONKLING, 15 Liberty. Counselor and Notary. 
a taken. Refers to Henry 


hols, 4 Fang 
BEN) FRANKLIN, 2: zine Third r- Refers to Twelfth 
Ward . (See card. 
HASTINGS & GLEASON, 265 


of the blic. (See card.) 
JOSEPH A. HANIPHY, 169-1 
all courts. (See card.) 


Broadway. Practices in 
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D. BRYAN 
1 K. Smith 
’. B. Sloan 
D. Brooks 
‘ldg. Cor. 
w. Refer 
t. Refers 
ank, 

ik & Borst 


oward. Jr. 
WEBSTER 
Bank. 
_ q 
’ Phe 
ante’ B 
Building. 
st. Com- 
See card). 


unty Sav- 
Jity Bank 


ird ave. 


) Henry 
Twelfth 


ctices in 


WORDECAI & GADSDE 








ATTORNEYS AT LAW, 43, 45 & 47 BROAD STREET, CHARLESTON, S. C- 
COMMERCIAL LITIGATION AND COLLECTIONS A SPECIALTY. 
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ew York, (Continued.) 
ILIUS HEIDERMAN, 070 Third avenue. Refers to 


rman 
BA LEARNED, 61- <4 Park Row. Collections a spe 


MOREHOUSE x Fist 206 Broadway. Commercial and 
corporation law. (See card.) 
— = 1285 Broadway. Practice in all courts. 


a *THORNLEY, 29 29 Park Row. Collections a spe- 
cialty. (See card.) 
Collections, Patents, Trade-Marks, Copyrights, Etc. 
MENRY | Se ag 132 _—— st. Solicitor and Expert 


ents. 
EQUITABLE WERCANTILE AGENCY, Temple Court. 
—— everywhere; 16 years in business; high. 
erences. 


est 
CHAS. WAHLERS, 119 Nassan at. Patents, Trade-Marks, 


Copyrights. (See card.) 
Ogdensburg (St. me enésesdcue Louis Hasbrouck 
Oswego" (Oswego 
acne ew. CULLINAN. Refers to the First 


National Bank. 
..W. H. GARDENIER, 5 Fitzbue Bldg., East 
First street. 


Peekskill (Weatchester)................. J. H. Baxter 
Plattsburgh* (Clinton)......... Caine Halsey Moore 
(St. Lawrence).............. . M. Hawkins 

Fonghheopete, (oceee 
MARTIN HEERMANCE — Refers to any 


bank in Poughkeepsie. 
C. W. H. ARNOLD—Attorney for Pough 
keepsie National Bank. 
- WILKINSON & COSSUM, 35 Market st. At 
torneys for Dutchess County Mutual 
Insurance Co. and Farmers & Manu 
facturers’ National Bank 
Rochester* (Monroe)............-.-. CASSIUS C. DAVY 
Corporation, commerce ial and banking law. At 
torney for East Side Savings Ban) 


EE Ee ae wo 5S. Klock 
Salamanaca (Cattaraugus)........... 
Saugerties (Ulster). . EGBERT RT WHITTAKER 


rector in Saugerties Bank and trustee ip Sauger 
ties Savings Bank 
Schenectady* (Se henec eee ~ D. MILLER 
Refers to Schnectady Savings Bank 
— (Cee 
- BENEDICT & THOMSON, 418-420 Kirk 
block. Refer to Bank of Syracuse. 
...-J. CHARLES MELDRAM, 209 210 “The 
Bastable " — to Trust & Deposit 
Co. of Onond. 
.-FRANK C. SARGE T, R. ~ 325 Kirk block 
C —s tions as 4 
.-WILSON & FORBES “12 hite Memorial 
Bldg. Attorneys for Bank of Syracuse 
and Salt Springs National Bank. 
“  ....WILSON & WELLS, 8 Larned i rem 
to Bank of Syracuse. (Se 
Troy* ee aes kay Spey G. ‘shinauoer 
ercantile anc corporation aw a specialt 
Utiea* — a 
. AYLESWORTH & SHUMWAY. 
Central Bank of On ida. 
....E. D. LEE. 67-75 Arcade Bldg. Attorney 
pen Retail Merehants’ Law & Commer 


Refer to 


al As-ociation. 
_EDWARO H. WELLS, 33-35 Mann Bidg. 
References if desired. 


CO ay Send to Cortland 
Watertown" (Jefferson)... rere SF 
Whitehall (\\ ashington).. EERE ERS Potter & Lillie 


White Plains* (Westchester) areas S. MARSHALL 
Yonkers (Westchester)... . .....- ALLEN TAYLOR 
Refers to First National Bank. 


NORTH CAROLINA. 


Ashborough* (Randolph) ......... GEO. S. BRADSHAW 
Refers to Coumercial National — High Point 
Asheville (Buncombe).......... .... P. A. CUMMINGS 
Charlotie* ae 
= - OSBORNE, MAXWELL & KEERANS. Com- 
mercial law and collections a specialty. 
Refer to First National Bank. 
Fayetieville* (Cumberland)............. “—- eS fe 


Greenville* ty RE Ea oe 

Mt Airy (Surry)................. GEO. iW. ‘sPancen 
Refers to opie s National Bank, Winston, N. 

Raleigh (Wak Ee cwsinn chdod Jno. W. Hinwiate 

Shelby (Cleveland)................-.-- Coa! & Webb 

Statesville* (Iredell)............ FRANK D SMACKETT 


Refers to Wallace Bros., merchants and ee. 
Williamston* (Wilkes).................... 
imington* (New Hanover)....... ineDeLL Geants 
Refers to Atlantic National Bank 


NORTH DAKOTA, 


Bismarck* (Burleigh)................ ay 
Devil's Lake* (Ramsey) ............ 4. B. EATON & C & co. 
fer to First an Union Nat. Bank 8, Grand Forks. 
SD iisiddannce-enee esieasn A. T. COLE 
Fargo* (Cass) 


M. A. Ag+ Red River Valley Nat 
—-- —_e to Hon. Alfred 

ok, udge U.S. District Court, 
ad a Aufred Wallin, Judge Su- 


¥ FRED B B “MORRILL. Refers to First and 
Red River Valley National Banks. 


Grand Forks*(Grand Forks)........ 1B. EATON & Co. 
to First and Union Nation 
Northwood (Grand Forks)..... HERBERT N. * woRPHY 
Refers to State Bank of North 


OHIO 
Akron* (Summit)....................-...W. F. Sawyer 
Cambridge* CN ads sccctncacqumsees DAVID OKEY 
Canton® (Stark). ........20.. sess Miller & Pomerene 
Carroliton* (Carroll) . aaeee .. James Holder 


ULNCINNATI* ‘Heasiien) 
os COX, Jr., a of Commerce 
ding. (See ca 
DAVID _ DAVIS, > we. Fourth street. 
Manager National Collecting Co. 
- JOHNSO & LEVY, Chamber of Commerce 
Bidg. Refer to Fourth Nat. Bank. 
is -MITCHENER & HELLER, 5 West Fourth st. 


( Cleveland* * (Cayahoga) 
E. W. GODDARD, Society for Savings Bldg. 
_— ra by permiasion to First Nat. B 
. JOHN 0. WINSHIP, Blackstone Block. Re- 
fers to Cleveland National Bank. 
Colaumbus* (Franklin................ Arnold & Morton 
Dayton* (Metomez) 
....C. W. DUSTIN, Callahan Block. Refers 
» a National Bank and W. 
an Ny Ca. 
_GOTTSCHALK & BROWN, Odd Fellows’ 
Temple. Refer to all banks. 
Deflance* (Defiance) ................. 


M. E. ORCUTT 
Commercial law and collections. Refers to Defiance 


banks. 
ES reer rer tee Horace A. Reeve 
Manatield* (Richland)...............-. Jesse E. La Dow 
BN CIID ccc cccccccccssecacceet Jos. Andrew 
isin ce dcessasdccncchequins W. D. Young 


Se? CHR ccsccess césne a 
Toledo* aa 
. HENRY S. BUNKER, 318 Madison st. Re- 
fers to Bradstreets’ A gency. 
-. THOMAS DUNLAP, 24! Superior st. Re- 
fers _ Second National! vm 
Van Wert* (Van Wert L. MARBLE 
Refers to Van W A National Bank. 
Wilmington* (Clinton)............ .... G. P. THORPE 
Refers to any bank in the county. 
JOHN J. ADAMS 


Zanesville" (Muskingum)......... 
134 Main st. Refers to ali banks in the city. 


Phinney & Merrill 


OKLAHOMA TERRITORY. 


Guthrie* (Logan)...................- HAVENS & ORNER 
Kingtisher* ( — i ae BOYNTON & SMITH 
fers to Bank of Kingfisher and Commercial Bank. 


Oklahoma’ (Oklahoma).......... Rogers & Howard 

Perry (Cherokee Strip)............ ‘COUCH & WEBSTER 
Refer to Bradstreets or any bank n Perry. 

Stillwater* (Payne). . S. WORKMAN 
Refers to Farmers & Merchante’ ‘peak 


OREGON. 
Portland” (Multnomah)......... EMMONS & EMMONS 
609 to 612 Chamber of Commerce Building. 
ree ......John A. Carson 


PENNSYLVANIA. 
Allentown* (Lehigh)........ MORRIS L. KAUFFMAN 
Refers to Lehigh Valley Trust & Safe Deposit Co. 
Altoona" (Blair) .. J. S. LEISENRING 
Commercial Law and Collections Distinctly. 


Bellefonte* (Centre)..........- Beaver, Gephart & Dale 
Bradford (McKean)..............- McSweeney & Byles 
Brookville* (Jefferson) .............-.-. John M. White 
Goaneniveer (Franklin)............... J. D. Ludwig 
Cleartield* ( learfield)............. Roland D. Swoope 
Connellsville (Fayette)................-- Wm. A. Hogg 
Easton* (Northampton)...........- Henry D. Maxwell 
EC iccavapatestace eeceee Force & Yard 
Gettysburg* Adams)............... . David Wills 
Harrisburg* (Dauphbin)............. Meade D. Detwiler 
Hazelton ase ie rake eens etaaaee Philip V. Weaver 
Honesdale" (Wayne)...........-..-+--- E. C. Mumfsord 
Johnstown (Camuria).............-.-...-- H. H. Kuhn 
Lancaster* (Lancaster)........... wenn ~ — Kaufman 
Lebanon* (Lebanon)...... .........-- » & Schock 


Lewistown* (Mifflin)...... F. w. ch LBERTSON 
Refers to Wm. Russell & Son, wee 

Lock Haven* (Clinton) ........... . R. YOUNGMAN 
Jommercial matters given spec ial. attention. 

Meadville* (Crawtord)................ Joshua oy: lase 

New Castle* (Lawrence)................-- W. H. FALLS 
Refers to National Bank of Lawrence C As 

Norristown" (Montgomery). .... WM. F. DANNEHOWER 


PHILADELPHLA* (Philadelphia) 


SHRIVER, BARTLETT & CO. (Alen C. Middleton and 
Walter D. Griscom), 433, 435, 437 Chestnut st. Law, 
Coliections Depositions. 

A. 3. & L. J. BAMBERGER, 606 Chestnut St. General 
practice, commercial law and collections. Refer to 
Commercial National Bank and John Wanamaker, 
Philadelptia, & H. B. Claflin Co., N. Y. 

CARR & | RANCISCUS, Provident Bldg. Collections a 
specialty. Commercial law, real estate, conveyanc- 
ing. Notary in office. References by permission: 
Tradesmen’s National Bann; W. H Grevemeyer 
& Co., C. M Bailey's Sons & Co, F. A. Hoyt 
& Co., The Janeway Co. and Carey Bros., branches 
of the National Wall Pap-t Co 

negiry COLLECTION BUREAU, 625 Drexel Building. 

Howell & Brinton, Conneel. 

GLOBE MERCANTILE AGENCY. (Incorp.) Provident 
Bldg. G. A. Wells, Mgr. Law aod mercantile 
ae. x... a © and conveyancing. Bank 


refere 
EDWARD | F. HOFFMAN. 713 Drexel Building. 
JAS. C. SELLERS, Drexel Bidg. Refers wo Provident 
TrnatCo. card.) 





Life & ( 
WAGNER & b ep oy 251 South ‘ith st. Refer to R. G. 





Dun & Co. The Mercantile Agency, at any office. 


— a Ane 2 
JOHN B. CHAPMAN, 170 Fourth ave. Cor- 
tion and commercial law. Refers 
Columbia National Bank. 
- ..--SAMUEL J. GRAHAM. 150 ith ave. Com- 
mercial, probate law and collections. 
.-..J. M. & W. F. ROBB, 143 > s ave. Com- 
mercial] law and co! 


Pottsville* (Schuylkill). ........-..-- Arthur J. Pilgrim 
OS eee H. A. Zieber 
Ridgeway* (Elk)..............----- George A. Rathbun 
Scranton* (Lackawanna)....... PATTERSON & WILCOX 
Refer to Traders’ Nat’) and First Nat'l Banks. 
Sunbury* (Northumberland) ...........--.--- Geo. Hill 
Titusville (Crawford) ...... idckauiie samen Julus Byles 
Uniontown* (Fayette)..........---.-.- H. L. Robinson 
Wellsboro* (Tioga)...... .......-. MERRICK & YOUNG 


Refer to Wellsboro National Bank. 
West Chester* (Chester) ....... JAMES C. SELLERS 


Refers to Nat. Bank of Chester County. (Seecard.) 





Wilkes Barre* ¢ieaserne). aere Geo. Usaehess, Jr. 

Willi rt* (Ly IR). - 22-2 --nnens- T. M. B. HICKS 

Refers to Mes chants National — of Williamsp’ t. 

ee Ce aendcdcdesaeciandeneen evin M. Wanner 
RHODE ISLAND. 

Bristol* (Bristol) cuisine ecaraag dearinesdiaanel tg Norris 

_ F CI oct ccccassiccsstns Sheffield 


W. P. Sh 
idence* (Providence). . ... JOHN ERASTUS | ESTER 
~ denesinalenast for New York. Futeate. Collections. 


Pawtucket (Providence)........-.-. ....0.L Jenks 
Woonsocket (Providence)......... .... ~.Chas. F. Ballou 
SOUTH CAROLINA. 

DEP (ASRS, 6p inca ci <cceneutnn Henderson Bros. 
eee” CRUEEIIOD. «oo. cc ccccaccs c<<< W.I Verdier 
Camden* (Kerahaw) .........0-c-ccceee C. L. Winkler 


CHARLESTON™ (Charlesto 
- .---MORDECAI & GADSDEN, P. O. Box 156. 
pe A s — — in’ a by card 
and on back r.) 

= _SIMONS, SIEGLING & CAPPELMANN, 46 
Broad street. Attorneys for German- 

American Trust & Savings Bank. 
.-SMYTHE & LEE, 7 Broad st. Refer to 

First National Bank. (See card.) 


Orangeburg’ (Orangeburg)... .....--- P. T. Hildebrand 
SOUTH DAKOTA. 

Aberdeen* Gum. ye TAUBMAN & WILLIAMSON 
Refer to First N.B. and Bldg.& Loan Ass’n of Dak. 

Bangor (Walworth).........-...----.----- 4 ~ —— 

Chamberiain*® (Brule)................cc.0s 

Hot Springs* (Fall River)... ....-.... ioowis S. *CULL 
Refers to First National Bank. 

Haren® (RenGEG) «2... .22c0sde coccscccses John L. Pyle 

Mound City~ (Campbeti) wacdasedennewees A. Sutherland 

gk rrr Mead & March 

Rapid City* Pirenciaatens anne saueasen Wood & Buell 


SIOUX FALLS* (Minnehaha) 
. BAILEY & VOORHEES. Refer toMinnehaha 
and Sioux Falls Nat. B’ks. (See card.) 
* <Q, = pow ye Refers to Union Trust 
i Minnehaha National Bank. 
* DONOVAN & GLOVER. Refer to Dakota Na- 


TENNESSEE. 
Brownsville” (Haywood).......-.....-- J.W. . Moore 
Charlotte* (Dickson) .................--.-- i L. Cook 
Chattanooga* (Hamilton) ...............--- W.S. SMALL 


49 Keystone Block. Refers to Third Nat'l Bank. 
er peel y (heen) 
M.E. BUCKLEY. Refers to East Tennessee 
Nationai Bank 
_ HORACE VAN DEVENTER. Refers, by per- 
mission, to Third National Bank. 


Memphis* (Shelby)... .-.....--- Casselberry & Martin 

Nashville (Davidson) ............ Lemuel k. Campbell 

7 CWS). .2.  ccccccccccccces M. A. Cummings 
averly* (Humphreys) pamenmaiheaeed k. T. Shannon 

TEXAS. 
Be ee ae HOWARD O'NEAL 
Refers to First National Bank. 
Amati” (TURD... scccccsccceesccs A S. Walker, Jr. 
— (Bro 


wn) 
- —— & ad — splat Refer to First 
Pin Gas JOHN Pw WORK. Collections made in any 


ry of Texas. 
Cube? COI <<. wexcacgiccnivecss T. J. WHITE 
Refers to the First National Bank of Coleman. 
Corsicana” ( Navarro) ...............-.--- G. W. HARDY 


Dallas” (Dallas) 
_ ae: ¥ a > ace in all parts of Texas. 


( card.) 
..W. B. MERCHANT, 281 Main st. Refers 
to American National Bank, Dallas. 


Denton* (Denton) ..........-.-..-.-.------- L. FULTON 
Collects in all parts of Texas. (See card. 
El Paso* (El Paso} ....-.-- avis, Kemp & Beall 





Pp 
‘ort Worth* (Tarrant) “WILLIAM D. WILLIAMS 
Refers to Ft. Worth and Farmers & ae N.B. 


Galveston* (Galveston) ...............-. Mann & Baker 

Gatesville* (Coryell) .............------- J}, E. WALKER 
Reters to First and City National Banks 

Greenville* (Hunt “ Rivacetkdersakackactin ve ie 

Houston (Harris)......... ..--..---- 

San Antonio* (Bexar) eeenaenenmel iawes: ROUTLEDGE 
Commercial and land law a specialty. fers to 
San Antonio National Bank. 
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Texarkana (Bowie)................. GEO. T. VAUGHAN 
Refers to Inter-State National Bank. (See card.) 
Waco* (McLennan)............. Scarborough & Rogers 


Se ee entine Gideon 
Salt Lake*(Salt Lake. SHEPARD, CHERRY & SHEPARD 


VERMONT. 
Bellows Falls (Windham).................. L. M 
Brattleboro (Windham)........... Haskins & Stoddard 
Burlington* (Chittenden)............. E. Henry Powell 
Montnelier*( Washington). Dillingham, Huse& Howland 


Northtield (Washington).............. >. D. Edgerton 
Ratland* (Rutland)................. GEO. A. BRIGHAM 
Refers to Rutland County National Bank. 
St. Albans* (Franklin)................. Royce & Flynn 
St. Johnsbury* (Caledonia).............. Tie & Quinby 
Woodstock* (Windsor)............ French & Southgate 
VIRGINIA. 
Alexandria* (Alexandria). ............. Samuel G. Bent 
Charlottesville* (Albemarle)...... ..... W. C. DAMRON 


Refers to Attorneys’ & Agencies’ Ass'n, 206 Broad- 
way, New York. 


Christiansburg* (Montgomery)...........-. See Radford 
Clifton Forge (Alleghany)............. Duncan & King 
Danville (Pittsylvania) ................ E. E. BOULDIN 


Collections, Making and Looking after Invest- 
ments fur Capitalists. 

Fredericksburg (Spottsylvania) ....Marye & Fitzhugb 
Gordonsville (Orange).-..............-- W. C. DAMRON 
Refers to — & Agencies’ Ass'n, 206 Broad 

way, New York. 


Harrisonburg* (Rockingham) vamweees JOHN E. ROLLER 
Collections a speciaity. 

oo (Rockbridge)... ......... Letcher & Letcher 
chburg (Campbell)... .. Saacininmaces R, G. H. Kean 

hee (Chestertield)....... ee Wm. I. a, oa 

Norfolk* (Norfolk)...... Neely, —s, & Warrn 

Radford (Montgomery) .............. L. GARD ER 
Refers to Pulaski National Bank 


Richmond* (Henrico) 
.--- JAMES LYONS, 1111 E. Main st. (P O. Box 

269.) Refers to Nat. Bank of hy ms 

Roanoke a. pedi enim ink wale me Wy & Gooc' 





Staunton* (Augusta) .................. ANTON 
Refers to National Valley Bank, Staunton. 
Suffolk (Nansemond)................... R. H. Rawles 
Winchester* (Frederick)............. John J. Williams 
WASHINGTON. 
Cite? CW bitemam). ... ....0cc nc ccccsecs A. M. Craven 
Olympia* (Thurston)................... John F. Aye 
Port Townsend” (Jefferson)......... ..... M. B 
et EMMONS & EMMONS 
413 to ) 416 - New York Block. 
ees John B. Ault 
—— aaa Kennan & Belden 
acoma* vate 


' oe bank in bs peat Refer to any 
e cit 
i meee & MURRAY, Merchants’ Nat'l 
k Bldg. Refer to Bank vf Tacoma 
mm Scandinavian-American Bank. 


Walla Walla* (W ralla WD .cecaece Blandford & Gose 
WEST VIRGINIA. 

Charleston” (Kanawha).............. ADAMS & SMITH 
Refer to Kanawha National Bank. (See card.) 
Clarksburg* (Harrison).................. C. AS 4 yach 
Fairmont* (Marion).................. WM. ARTIN 
Co eee IRA E. ROBINSON 

Refers to Merchants & Mechanics’ Savings Bank 
Huntington* (Cabell)............... Marcum & Peyton 
Martinsburg* onemen aE Faulkner & Walker 


nn. (Wood 
e HUTCHINSON, HUTCHINSON & CAMDEN. 
Chief Counsel in West Virgimia for 
Baltimore & Ohio R. R. - (See card.) 
Point Pleasant* (Mason)............... J. S. SPENCER 
Refers to Stevcbante? National Bank 
Ravenswood (Jackson)...............- N.C. PRICKITI 
Refers to Bank of Ravensw 
Wheeling* (Ohio)......... FERDINAND J. WINGERTER 
Collections a specialty. Refers to People’s Bank. 


WISCONSIN. 


Abnapee (Kewaunee) See also Kewaunee. 
----PARKER & DECKEK. Refer to State Bank 
ot Kewaunee. 
‘* ...-JOHN WATTAWA. Commercial practice a 
specialty. 
Appleton* (Outagomie) .........-...... wear 4 D. Ryan 
= land* yee © A. E. Dixon 
jppewa Falls* (Chippewa) 
Eau Claire* (Eau C Clan). 
Fond du Lac* (Fond da Lac) 
_ SJanesville* (Rock).......... 









“Sutherland & Nolan 


Kewaunee * (Kewaunee).......-...... JOHN WATTAWA 
Office over Bank of Kewaunee. 

La Crosse (Lu Crosse)..........-.---..- Martin Bergb 

SS eee Herman Pfund 

Marinette* (Marinette) re oe B. F. Simpson 

MILWAUKEE’ (Milwau 


---- JAMES DOUGLAS, 513-514 Pabst Bldg 
to First National k. 
olitan Block. 


Refers 

a EIMERMANN, Metro; 
Refers to Second W Savings Bank 
and Pabst Brewing Co. 

2 --ERNEST S. MOE. 140- fa New Insurance 
Bldg. Mercantile collections exclusive- 





A Law LIBRARY 
SHOULD CONTAIN THE BEST WORK ON IMPORTANT SUBJECTS. 





CooLry’s BLACKSTONE. 


CORPORATION LAW. 


$12.00. 


CEEDINGS. 


tuck and Res adjudicata. 


volumes, net, $18.00. 


Oshkosh* (Winnebag»).............. BOUCK & HILTON 
Attorneys forthe National, German-American Bank 
‘and South Side Exchange ‘Banks. 

SS eer JOHN ”. OWEN 
Refers to Union N.B. and Commercial & Savings Bk. 

Supenwr* (Douglas) ..........-.-..-- See West Superio: 

Wausau" (Marathon). silverthorn. Hurley,Ryan&Jones 

West sates os las) 

ARNOLD. Refers to Bank of Com- 
rior National Bank. 

“ sscse ew & REED, Wisconsin Bidg. 

? -.THORSON & CRAWFORD, 11-12 Archie 

Block. Refer to Superior Nat. Bank 


WYOMING. 
Cheyenne* (Laramie)............--.-..--. E. W. Mann 
eee ae eerre Leroy H. White 
Laramie* (Albany)..................-.. N. E. Corthe.] 


yh and Su 


CANADA. 


MANITOBA. 
PortageLaPrairie* (PortageLaPrairie)..A.A.McLennap 
WERMEES, GHEBIEED «ons ccc csonsasnccsccccsccsssacces 
MacDonald, Tupper, Phippen & Tupper 


NEW BRUNSWICK. 
Moncton, ‘Westmoreiand) .......... Harvey Atkinson 
St. John™ (St. John) ....- iiniousadinbe ws A. W. McRae 


NOVA SCOTIA. 
Annapolis Royal’ (Annapolis) ...... .. Wom. M. DeBlois 
Halifax* (Halifax). Renton, ‘| itehie Parker & Chisholm 
—— (Cape Breton)........-.. Gillies & Mac Echen 
armouth* (Yarmouth)....... T. V. B. Bingay & Sons 


Chatham* See Edwin Bell 

Hamilton* (Wentworth) CARSCALLEN, CAHILL i "ROSS 
Reter to the Bradstreet Company. 

TORONTO* (York) 

—, — - eh me , Some | Bank Bidg. 


BEATIY. ‘BLACKSTOCK MMESBITY & CHADWICK. (w. 
H. Beatty, Thos. "Gibbs Blackstock. Geo. Tate 
Blackstock, allace Nesbitt, E. M. Chad- 


wick, Thos. I erey Galt, Wiliam H. Brouse, David 

Fasken, A. Monro Grier.) Solicitors for wy ot 

ee ee and R. G. Dun & Co. 
reantile cy), New York. 

BLAKE. CASH AC SSELS. (Edw. Blake, Q.C.; S. H. 

Bla’ ® & . C.; Z. A. Lash, Q. C.; Walter ter Cassels, 

p Ss McKenzie, W. "HH. Blake, Hume Blake, 

F. Blake, McGregor Young, A. W. Anglin, T. 

) Solicitors for Canadian B’k of Commerce. 

croMBie, wa ; WORRELL i. cont 18 20s King street, West. 


Solic 
MILLAR, "RIDDELL & & te” VESCONTE, 55-57 Yonge st. 
k of Canada. (See 
Refer to Traders 





Refers to First National Bank. 


Refer tandard Ban 
nee A PARKES & CO., 14. Front at. 
of Canada. 


Third Edition 1894. 


Cook on Stock, Stockholders and General Corporation Law. 
The latest and best work on the subject. 


COLLATERAL ATTACK ON JUDICIAL PRO- 


By JoHN M. VANFLEET. 
diction, and distinguishe.« Collateral attack from Direct at- 
One volume, net, $6.50. 


THE LAW OF DAMAGES. 


By J. G. SUTHERLAND and J R. BERRYMAN. 
larged and Sectionized. Never had a rival in its field. 





card.) , 


AMERICAN AND ENGLISH JURISPRUDENCE C 


Third Edition. 
best edition ever published. Two volumes, net, $9.00. 


Without doubt the 


Two volumes, ‘net, 














} 
Defines Juris- | 
} 


Second Edition. | 
Revised, En- | 
Three | 


-s>r-- S@— MIMO YSM AMY 


(ALLAGHAN & (MPANY, 


CHICAGO, ILL. 


QUEBEC. 
Montreal* her 
TWATER. & MACKIE, 151 St. James & 
Refer to Bank of Nova Scotia. 
__BURROUGHS & BURROUGHS, Rooms 61, 
613 and 614 New York Life Bld g. 
“ ---- McGIBBON & DAVIDSON (Robt. D. MoGib- 
bon, + ; Peers Davidson). New York 
Life Bldg. Solicitors for Merchants’ 
— rf ‘Halifax, Pallman Car Co, 
urers' Life Insurance Co.,ete. 
_MORRIS AHOLT, 185 St.J ames st, Solicitors 
or Canadian Bank ot Commerce. 
uebec* ( ..Caron, Pentland & Stuart 
ee ee 8. DARBY 
Attorney for Eastern Townships Rap 


NORTH WEST TERRITORIES. 

Alberta pry ted senecempadonhed 8. a & H. C. Taylor 

Calgary" (Alberta) ............... L. BERNARD 
Estab. 1888. Solicitor to Legal & ) a Ex. 
change of Canada. Collections a specialty. Refer 
to Imperial Bank of Canada. 

Regina (Assiniboia)...............-- Scott & Hamiltos 


BRITISH COLUMBIA. 
Nanaimo (Nanaimo)..................-. E. M. Yarwood 
New Westminster* (Westminster) . ciketetn & Gaynor 
Vancouver (Vancouver)...........-.----- I. H. Gailett 
Victoria* (Victoria) ...... Drake. Jackson & Helmckes 








THE 
Secretarys Manvat, 


REVISED AND ENLARGED. 


Contains Over One Hundred Forms o 
Articles of Incorporation, By-Laws, Complete General 
and Special Records, Minute Book, Entries, Resolu- 
tions, Certificates, Notices, Petitions, Bends, etc., ete. 
Also citations from late corporation decisions as t0 
Qualifications, Rights, Duties and Obligations of 
Stockholders and Officers, Legal Method of Executing 
Corporate Business, etc. No Corporation Office 
Complete Without It. 


Cloth Bound, Price, $1.50, post paid. 


Address THE AMERICAN LAWYER, 
P. 0. Box 411, New York City. 
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~_ ATTORN FYS. MASSACHUSETTS. NEW JERSEY. 
a awama.—Ss«(|: THE MERCANTILE PROPERICK B. SEYMOUR, 
—— i Counselor at Law, 
R P. WE TMORE, LA W C OMPA N i SOLICITOR AND EXAMINER IN CHANCERY. 


Attorney at Law, 
AnD SOLICITOR IN CHANCERY. 
Commercial, Corporation and Real Estate Law. 
Practice in all courte in the State. 
BIRMINGHAM, - - ALABAMA, 


BUSH & BROWN, 
Attorneys at Law, 


Heoms 2 and 3 Steiner Bros. Bank Building, 
BIRMINGHAM, ALA. 


attention to Commercial, Co tion aud 
tyocial Insurance Law. same 
Practice in all the Courts of Birmingham, Ala. and the 
Supreme Court of the State. 
Unsurpassed facilities for m .king Collections through 
out the State 


DELAWARE, | 
feWIN R. COCHRANE, Jr. 





Counselor at Law, 


Wilmington and Middletown, 
DELAWARE. 
Office, 907 Market Street, Wilmington. 
Special attention to commercial claims. 


Refers to People’s National Bank, Middletown. 


ILLINOIS, 


VARNUM & ANDERSON, 
Attorneys and Counselors at Law, 


Salte 1217, Chamber of Commerce Building, 
CHICAGO, ILL. 


Twenty years’ active “practice in all Courts 
State and Federal. 


Incorporated under Laws of Massachusetts. 
56 Bedford Street, BOSTON, MASS. 


MERCANTILE COLLECTIONS, 
COMMERCIAL LAW an 
INSOLVENCY CASES 





BEVERLY K. MOORE, President. 


F. & W. S.-SLOCUM, 
Attorneys and Counselors at Law, 
257 Washington St., Herald Building, 
BOSTON, MASS. 


WILuiaM F. SLOCUM. WINFIELD 8. SLOCUM, 


Notary Public. 
CORPORATION AND COMMERCIAL LAW. 


COLLECTIONS AND DKPOSITIONS 
Refer to Hide & Leather National Bank. 
SPRAGUE & WASHBURN, 
Attorneys at Law, 
105 Sumner St., BOSTON, MASS. 





Counsel of the 
MERCANTILE LAW CO., 
(Incorporated under Massachusetts Laws. 


Mercantile Collections and Litigation in State and 
Federal courts. 





GEO. F. WEBBER, 
Attorney at Law, 
45 and 46 Campau Bidg, DETROIT, MICH. 
Special attention given to Collections. 
DEPOSITIONS TAKEN. 


Refers to Joha L. Harper & Co., Bankers; City Sa 
Bank; Merchants & Manufacturers’ National Bank, or 
any wholesale house in Detroit, Mich. 


References furnished in all cities when requested. 








IOWA, MINNESOTA. 
saad gaan - Collections. FIFIELD feu FIFIELD, 
W. L. CRISSMA WN, LAWYERS, 
611 LUMBER EXCHANGE, 
Lawyer, MINNEAPOLIS, MINN. 
CEDAR RAPIDS, 10WA. 


Depositions by Notary in Office. 


References : Cedar Rapids National Bank ; Security 
Sanngs Bank; Bohemian-American Bank, and in any 
commercial center on application. 


KANSAS, 


ROHRBAUGH & RAUCH, 
Attorneys at Law, 


WICHITA, KANSAS. 


Oar Specialties are Mercantile and Corporation Law. 
Write us for reference. 








— 





MARYLAND. 


UNITED LAW @&™33gu™ 
COLLECTION ASSON. 
Otto H. D . , 
Sidon Lion, ;Counsel. | eT PIMUME, MI: 
“ The Coliectors of the Southern States.” 
CUMMERCIAL CULLECTIONS. 
CONFIDENTIAL INVESTIGATIONS. 


SPECIAL CREDIT REPORTS. 
References :—Any Wholesale House in Baltimore. 


—_—__ 











Walter V. Fifield; J.C. Fifield, Notary Public; G.W. Fifield; 
Cc. D. Grasett, Notary Public; 8. A. Breding. 
Mercantile Law and Collections a Specialty. Depositions 
taken accurately with dispatch. 

When requested by letter or wire, will go to any point to 
coliect, adjust, or secure claims. 

Refer to Bank of Minneapolis, Citizens’ Bank and the 
leading Jobbing Houses of Mianeapolis. 


MISSOURI. 


CHA S. F. MUSSE Y¥, 
Lawyer, 
COMMERCIAL AND CORPORATION LAW. 
Practices in State and Federal Courts. 





302 and 303 } 515 Main Street, 
Long Bros.’ Building, KANSAS CITY, MO. 
Telephone 215, 


GERRIT H. TEN BROEK 
Attorney and Counselor. 
COMMEKCIAL LAW and MERCANTILE COLLECTIONS 


St. Louis References (unsolicited and without permission) 
State Bank ; Samue) Cupples Woodenware Co. 





New York References :—Collins. Downing & Co.; Free 
man & Green. 


304 North Sth Street, 
(Turner Butiding.) Rooms 61, 62, 63, 64, 67. 
ST. LOUIS, MO. 








MASSACHUSETTS, 


—_—_—.... 


JOHN HASKELL BUTLER, 
Counselor at Law, 





244 Washington Street, 


Wiebe Building, BOSTON, MASS. 








NEW JERSEY. 
I. S. ATKINSON, 


Attorney at Law, 
259 Main Street, Orange, N. J. 





Special attention given to Mercantile Collections, 


A SPECIALTY: 


Jersey City, New Jersey. . 

Special attention to organizing Corporations under New 
Jersey Laws. Kea EstaTE AND PROBATE Law 
Practice in all State and Federal Courts. 
Reference: First National Bank of Jersey City. 


AUGUSTUS W. CUTLER, 


Counselor at Law, 
24 Washington St., Cutler Bleck, 
MORRISTOWN, N. J. 
Supreme Court Commissioner and Special Master ip 
Chancery. Special attention given to examination of 


titles to real estate. Practices in all U. 8S. Courts 
and tn all the Courts of New Jersey. 


JOHN WHITEHEAD, 


Counselor at Law. 








U. S. Commissioner, Special Master in Chancery, 
Notary Public and Supreme Court Commussioner. 
Rooms 622-623 Prudential Building, 
NEWARK, NEW JERSEY. 








NEW YORK. 


JOSEPH A. HANIPHY, 


Attorney and Counselor at Law, 
(BENEDICT BUILDING.) 
169-171 Broadway, New York City. 
ComMERCIAL Law, REAL EsTaTE AND COLLECTIONS. 





Pr ctices in all Courts of the State. 


Special attention given to the examination of Titles to 
Real Estate. 





D. B. Suaw. H. C. Rover, JR. 
SHAW & ROVER, 


Law Department, 


1285 Broadway, (Rooml-19%) NEW YORK. 





All cases, Civil and Criminal, investigated and prosecuted- 
Practice in all Courts Collections mace every- 
where. ret Service Staff. 


t@ Particular attention given to Lawyers w.rk. 
Correspondence solicited. 


JAMES J. THORNLEY, 
Attorney & Notary, 


29 Park Row, 
In practice 41 years. 
Collections in the States, Canada and Europe. 


lsaac M. Aron, 


Attorney and Counselor at Law, 


1515 First Avenue, 
Between 79th and 80th Sts., NEW YORK. 


Practice in State and Federal Courts. Special attention 
given to Collections, Real Estate and Commercial Law. 


References :—Clark, Bennett & Co., London, England 
and New Lork; Levi Blumenstiel & Co., Importers, N.Y. 


CHARLES F. IRWIN, 


Attorney at Law, 


Mount Vernon and New Rochelle, 
NEW YORK. 


Westchester County Rea) Estate and Litigation 
a specia'ty. 


WILSON & WELLS, 


Attorneys at Law, 
8S Larned Building. Syracuse, N. Y. 





New York City. 











Refer to Bank of Syracuse, Third National Bank 
Commercial Bana, all of Syracuse, N. Y. 











COLLECTIONS MADE ANYWHERE. 
CORRESPONDENTS EVERYWHERE. 
NO COLLECTION NO CHARGE. 


R A. LEARNED, 


CREDITS AND COLLECTIONS. 


61-65 PARK Roy 
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THE AMERICAN 


LAWVER, 


NEW YORK. © 








NEW YORK. 


‘ARTER, HUGHES & KELLOGG, | 
Attorneys & Counselors at Law, 


Suite 150-160, 
06 Breadway 
and 
6 Wall Street, 
NEW YORK CITY. 








WALTER 8S. CARTER. 
Cuarzs E. HuGuxs. 
FRepDeERIc R. KELLOGG. 
Epwakp F. Dwieur. 
ARTHUR C. RounpDs. 


es ee Refer to Chemical National Bank. 

HASTINGS & GLEASON 
Attorneys & Counselors at Law, 

No. 365 Broadway, 





NEW YORK. 


Counsel and Notaries for National Bank of the 
Republic, New York. 


Gro. 8. HasTines ALBERT H. GLEason. 





WILMOT L. MOREHOUSE. LAWRENCE C. Fiss. 


MOREHOUSE & FISH, 


Counselors at Law, 


16 Court Street, 
Brooklyn. 


Attorneys & 


206 Broadway, 
New York City. 





Notaries Public. Practice in all Courts. 


BENJAMIN FRANKLIN, 
Attorney and Counselor at Law, 
2174 Third Avenue, New York City 








Counsel for the Inter Scate Law Collection Agency. 
Refers to Richard Webber Harlem Packing House and 
12th Ward Bank. 


Practices in State and Federal Courts. 








OHIO. 


GEO. H. BURROWS, 


Commercial Law and Collections, 
Boome 15, 17 and 26 Atwater Block, Cleveland, Ohie. 
Commercial Law. Depositions taken. 


Corporation Law. Three Notaries in Office 
Real Estate Law. Mercantile Reports 


Prompt persona! attention given all matters. 
References, by permission: — A. J. Wenhanis Sons, Cleve- | 








b 
land, Uhio ; Win Edwards & Co., Cleveland, Ohio; H. W. | = 


Luetkemyer & Sons, Cleveland, Uhio; Koss W. wel 


& Co., New York 


To Restore the Failing Powers of the 
Brain and Nervous System and Pre 
vent Prostrating Debility there 
is no Remedy equal to 


CROSBY’S 


Vitallzed Phosphites 


which for more than thirty year: 
has been extracted from the ox 
brain and wheat germ. 

By its use thousands o1 active bus) 
ness men and women are enabled to per 
form their tasks without exhaustion. 


This vital nutrient Food contains » 
the highest degree the power of sustaip 
ing life and energy. 

Formula on each Label. 


Endorsed by Leading Physicians. 
Descriptive pamphlet tree. 


Prepared by the F. CROSBY CO. onl) 
56 West 25th St., New York. 





clients only, have bad 11 years experience. 


PENNSYLVANIA. 





JAMES C. SELLERS, 


Attorney at Law, 


Philadelphia, Pa., and West Chester, Pa. 
OFFICE, DREXEL BUILDING, PHILADELPHIA. 


Corporation, Commercial, Insurance and Probate Law. 


Practices in all United States, -\ ~_eeee and Chester 
County Courts. 


Collections eaeey made in either County. 


souTH CAROLIN A. 


ORDECAI & GADSDEN, 
Attorneys at Law, 
(T. Moultrie Mordecai. Philip H. Gadsden.) 
43, 45 and 47 Bread St., Charleston, S. C. 
Practice in the State and Federal Courts. 


Special attention given to collections, Rea) Estate, Cor- 
ration, Comme and Insurance Law. Counsel State 








J.H Parker, 
E 41 Wall Street, N.Y.; Postal Telegraph Cable Co. be 
NE t United States vuteal Accident Association, N.Y. 





SMYTH & LEE, 
Attorneys and Counselors at Law, 


7 Bread Street, CHARLESTON, 8. C. 


Local Asequneen for the Bradstreet Co. Refer to James 
Adgar & Co., rm" in C : Pelzer, Rodgers & &- S 
Charleston. § "C.; ining © Co., Charleston, 8. C. 
First National fidak lien 8 Brown. 
snenere, Md.; Dunham, Buelcey e Onn Tae 

N.Y.; Dale, Reed & Cooley. 343 prsapwey. 5 N.Y.; Lane 
Bodiey Manufacturing Co., Cincinnati. 








SOUTH DAKOTA 


BAILEY & VOORHEES, 


Attorneys and Counselors at Law, 
(METROPOLITAN BLOCK.) 


Sioux Falls, - - SOUTH DAKOTA. 
Local Attorneys for R. G G. . Dun &Co.; Attorneys for 
South Dakota 


or Lilinois Central Kailroad Company ; 
Western Union Telegraph Company; Minnehaha National 
Bank of Sivux Falls and German-American Loan & Trust 
Company. Kefer to any bank or busiuess house of Sioux 
Falis. Uur law library of 6,000 volumes is the largest in 
South Dakota and our office 1s fuliy equipped with all the 
necessary facilities for the transaction of a genera! law 
business. Especial attention given to collections 


GEO. T. VAUGHAN, 


Attorney and Counselor at Law, 
TEXARKANA, TEXAS, 


Special attention to Commercial, Corporation and Land 
Litigation. Thirty years experience. 


PRACTICE IN STATE AND FEDERAL COURTS 


Refers to Inter-State Nat'onal, Texarkana National,First 
National and Gate City National Banks, Texarkana. 





[, FULTON LAW CO., 


Dallas, Texas. 


L. FULTON, 


Denton, Texas. 





Collect in all parte of Texas; reprerent non-resident 
Best of refer- 
ence given most anywhere. I want a list of your old 
judgments against parties in Texas. 





WEST VIRGINIA, 





Joun A. HUTCHINSON. Jno. F. HUTCHINSON, 
H. P. CampEn. 


ffrthinsem Hutchinson 
Parkersburg, W. Va. fom Camden, 


Corporation and Commercial Law, 
Special attention to Collections throughout West \ irginia. 
Laxp TITLES INVESTIGATED. 

Chief Counsel West Virgi B. & O. R. R. Co., 
Park . Va. 


———. a 
WEST VIHRGINIA, ? 


‘| ADA MS & SMITH, 
Attorneys at Law, 


Charleston, West Virginia. 





Will furnish pampniets with full text of Weat Virgins 


| Corporation Law on request, or will answer SPectiie 


questions a as to same. 





——~. 


————— 


“CANADA, 


TORONTO, ONT. 


Mitt. RIDDELL $¢ LeVESCONTE, 
Barristers, Solicitors, Notaries, eto, 
W.k Rrppe.u. 


CHARLES MILL+ Rk. 
.C. LgVesconrsr. 


———, 


55 and 57 
Yeonuge Street, Torente, 


Cable, “Raliim, Toronto.” 
Reference :—Standard Bank of Canada. 


PATENT SOLICITORS, 


anette teehee ee ee Eee 
PATENTS, TRADE-MARKS 
AND COPYRIGHTS SECURED IN 
ALL COUNTRIES. 


CHARLES WAHLERS, 
Patent Solicitor and Expert, 
’ 319 Nassau Street, 


NEW YORK, 
25 years’ experience, 


HENRY CONNETT, 


Solicitor and Expert in Patents, 
132 Nassau Street, NEW YORK, 


Twenty-seven years’ experience, 


Aids Counse] in Patent Litigation and in Procuring 
Patents. 


JUSTICES AND NOTARIES. 


eens 


JOSEPH E. MOSHER. 


Justice of the Peace, 
Notary Public and Commissioner of Deeds, 
137 North Avenue, Plainfield, N. J. 


Room *32. (Temple Court.) 


Associate work a specialty. 














Am prepared to undertake collections and to take and 
transmit legal testimony. 


DETECTIVE AGENCIES, 


PRP LPP LLL PPO 


F. CLAYTON STEVENS 


Detective, 
290 BROADWAY, NEW YORK CITY. 








General Detective Business T: Transacted for Co! 
aad Individuals in both Civil and ( riminal Matters # 
noderate rates. Detectives conversant with all langueen. 
Absolute secrecy and reliability. Long experience. Une 
ceptional references on application. 


BANKERS. 


—o_eeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeseek kL 


KOPPERL & C 0, 
BANKERS, 


CHICAGO, ILL. 











181 Washington Street, 


Collections made in all EuropeanCountries 





CoLLects FoREIGN EsTATES. 











Droggists, or by mail ($1) R ah 6, 


Be sure the ee 
signature 


ersburg, 
§ First Roy} Bank; Citizens’ Nat'l Bank ; 
. Camden. 


References : < Senator J. N 


Accounts of Attorneys respectfully solicited. 








—_— 









